/E tensmn of Presment’
rule in Assam okayed

¢ NFW DELHI Dec 24 (UND' tl.)e‘ cople of Assam’ and the' gt)v-
HE minister of state for hontét

Mr. Yogendra Makwana/said \[. : DA
hoday thdt Lhc gOVCmmCBt Ould 4 -rQSOJU'-i n of Mr. Ladli Mohan
not tolerate the - ' atmosphere of ! am - (Lok Dal) seeking to revoke
violence  and sgcessmn i bclng tHe proclamation of June' 30, 1981,

~ereated in Assam, © |- . placing the| state under  President's

Replying to 2 d:scusston
Rajya Sabha on a statutory
tion- see}mg continuance - of
dent’s ruje .in the state for six
months from Decembcl 30, Mr.,

returned  the * As- |
. /sam:-. approj ill as passed by |
the Lo] abha  authorising payment
of about Rs. 55 lakhs from the con-
solidated fund to the state for-certain
ervices in 1981-82,

|
@ Discussion. “on: the two resélutions |
and “the appxoprlallon bill was held
together.
- Mr. Makwana did not agree wnh
Mr. Nigam and some members ‘from
‘the  state that. the ' Assam: ‘agitation
was ‘non-violent and peaceful. “It was
‘no longer Gandhian,” | he asscrted.
and recled ‘out stafistics to show
that 209. persons had died and 139
were missing in the state since the
agitation started two years ago.

The minister said  that after the
agitation was restimed Hast Novem--
ber, 27 bombst:had been recovered,
18 of which ln‘a exploded. #

AGITATQRS ASSAILED

Mr, Makwana woftdered why the
agitators were launching a Aresh Pro-
grfamme of haetion while expressing
‘willingness, to participate in the pro-
| posed tripartite talks,

Referring to -the allegation made.
by some members thdt the  govetn- |
ment - was not allowing formation - of-
‘fa non-Congress (1) ministiy in ‘the |
state, he sdid if ‘thé ‘opposition’ par-
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G\- iés: could show majority, no .body
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could -prevent -them: from forming. a
government, - :

" When Mr, Makwana alleged that
I the  agitation leaders agreed. to cer-
tain. points during the talks and later
changed, Mr. Nirit demanded a
white paper so that the truth could”
be brought out.

In his reply to the discussion on
his resolution, Mr, Nigam urged. the
government not ‘(o break off @ the
proposed _tripartite talks as it afford- |
edthe last opportunity for a nego-
lmtcd sett]cment on'the issue: ]

NO  AMBIGUITY’

'He’“()ndcrcd why the government
shad “tdlked to thé agitators 14 times
if it ‘donsidered their demands unjust.
! ‘He wanted the government to clear-
—= | 1y say “Thus far and no further”.
| There should be no ambiguity in its
stand.
. The. deputy finance minister, Mr.
Maganbhai Barot, who replied to the
discussion on -his bill, said er
capita assistance to Assam ‘was Rs.
791 ‘against Rs,~750 to Uttar Prades
and Rs. 645 to Bihat.
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Mr.  Ajit Ku-
d the taml strength
BSI and army prsonnel
ih the state has been vary-
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