entre

tives,
T At a 75-minute official-level meet-
{ing, the Additional Law Secretary
ignd senior Home Ministry ofiicials
Fpel't out their 'definition of the
vauthorized”  ard “unzuthorized”

foreign eprexntatives of  th
All Aggam Union and Al
Assard  Gan Sangram  Parishad
wroté down Nerbalim what the of-
ficialg told *© 4

',!.‘hi). had . 1 a week-long

to

50, poltihg out that no written ||

| elarifica¥ohs were provided in
| such neggliations, The  Assam lea-
 ders eventually relented, agreeing
to. put down in writing the defin:
Ytion® given, lest a  dispute.should
arise at a future ‘date. ¢ §

iy

The Government side ﬂso fur:
nished the “clarification” on three
other points that the Assam move.
ment leaders had asked for: (1)
on whom the. Government wanted
to grant citizenship certificates un-
der Section 5(1)A of the Citizen-
ship Act; (2) on whether or not
the incexrtives " for - rehabilitation
would be given at new sites; and
(3) on the validity of resettlement
of refugees from Bangladesh in the
tribal areas

Asked whether the “clarification”
now' given in any way from those
given before, Mr Prafulla Mohanta
and Mr Bhrigsu Phukan said that
“clarifications” had not been given
by the Government before. Asked
§f that meant an advance in the
talks, they said: “We feel we are

-Goven*ie 1t side declined

'which we can proceed to ask
questions.” . ’ §
Mr Mohanta and Mr Phukan said
they- would tell the Government

gide their reaction fo the defind |/
tions at a meeting to be held fo-}

MONrow, -

The 'AASU and AAGSP leaders
will have a joint meeting late to.
night to make an assessment of
the situation on the basis of clari
fications given and formulate thelr
response:

Ap’ official spokesman said tatey

be
I'stalemale bgcause jthe Assam dele-
‘gations dgmgnded. that the
| Goverlpimedt g an the “clart- |
i fication” Yn Dblack andwhite. The |

do ||

now getting something concrete on |

Issues

Clarification
On Foreigne

From Our Special Representative .

NEW DELHI, July 6.—The Centre today
came up with the “clarification’” as to who it con
to be foreigners in Assam during the 1961-1971 pe-
riod. The issue has held up the talks with the Assam
movement leaders since May when Mr Zail Singh, the
Union Home Minister, formulated a three-point plan
to move ‘“unauthorized foreigners” ount of the State
and rehabilitate them elsewhere with attractive incen-

i

«l )/
L 'M“y ﬁ%

ders

Ithat cl:ifiﬁcations,pOints and ’theii‘
meanings were discussed in a cor
dial and friendly atniosphere.

maintained that it could notithrow
| out of the State Hindu refugees
| who entered the Stabe inthe . wake

’of 1965 India-Pakista . They
had a right to staf £In¥e.policy
| Instructions had beey issged . at
the time  permitfifg their entr
as it was i mitment,
| he said. :

ted that thérg was fo dochsqentary
levidence of queh ingifuctions have
ing been if it was a
' natienal co itment, the  entire

nation should bear the burden. -As.
sam had already sheltered 12,000
| families in terms of the quotas
fixed for the States at that time.

{ ' Mr Mchanta and Mr Phukan to.
;day jssued a statement ‘contending
‘that the cordiality of  the talks
| should not be marred.by fhe Gov:
| ernment “unleashing a reign of
terror and repression on the peo:
| ple in Sibsagar, Tezpur, Barpeta
| and other places”

| 'The statement said AASU had
| kept its movement In abeyance.
during the pendency of the talka
“in good faith” But if the Assam

| Government “indulges in vitiating

this atmosphere, it would only re-
sult In queering the pitch for the
negotiations”. It alleged hat “po-
lice brutalities” were taking place

The Government has consistently -

in Barpeta and Tezpur, Mr Rupam
Rakati,nan AASU executive mem:
ber, and"Mr Romu Chaliha, a stu
dent leader; had been detained and
were heing harassed.  Another/
AASU! member, Mr Bapdhan Koch
of Tezpur. was Being “hounded and|
chased by the police”. The Supery
intendents of Police of Barpets
Parrang and Lakbimpur districti
were - harassing and torturing th«';
AASU workers.

UNI adds: Sources in the two
dele%aticms sald that the Govern
menf had only reiterated its posl
‘tion that the Hindu ‘refugees en-
terinf the' State between 1961
and 1971 could not be disturbed in
view of the national ' commitment
towards them, international obliga-
-tions, the Citizenship Act and the.
Passport Act, This would amount
to the agitating organizations agree. |
in% that the 1.3 million refugees!
entering Assam, according to the
%27% censys, would remain in the
State. o

Only about 24,000 illegal entrants,
again according to the . census re:
port, would have to be. moved out
in terms of the Government propo-
sal to settle outside Assam “Uiis
authorized forelgners” on' ‘which
the agitation leaders had sought
four clarifications, !

. ‘The agitation leaders sald  the
Government clearly wanted them
to accept 1971 as the “cut-off-year
“throuygh the back door’—a posi-
tion ‘“we will never accept.”

|
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