Expréss News Service
(} DELHI, July 14.
A _ our meeting between the

Hopte Minister Mr, Zail Singh and
Assam’ agitation leaders today
“eyehing failed to bridge their seem-

/Ingly irreconcilable stands on the
 knotty foreigners issue. The twa
isides appeared to have talked
;around the issue without reaching

agreement on the basic question ‘of

e
Assam Sthidents Unjion and the All
Assam GaYa Sangrpm Parishad lea-
ders had o sit again to-
morrow with~the” Officlals Commit-
;,)ee 1{Which they boycotted some days
ack, : :

But the AASU president Mr.
Prafullah Mohanta said they would
deliberate tonight whether to attend
the committee meeting. He said the
Home Minister had been informed
that unless some positive proposal
was forthcoming from the Govern-
ment, tomorrow, the two teams
&vould return. to Gauhati on Thurs-

ay.

Mr, Zail Singh said he had assu-
red the agitation leaders again that
the Government had accepted In
principle their eight point charter.
Only the modalities of deportation
and the date from which deportation
would begin had to be worked out.
Mr, Zail Singh said he had chided
the Assam delegation for letting
“small points” hold up discussions.

He then admitted that one of the
small points was the very definition
{of the word foreigner., Mr. Zail

Singh said the agitation leaders had
got it iInto their minds that “all
Bengalis should be thrown out,” and
fhey were refusing to accept the,
validity of Government’s policy Ins-
fructions under which these Benga-
lis had been allowed to seek refuge
in India. He had made it clear to

Assam:
bid fails

them that the Government had to

Zail

honour its policy instructions. “How
can we repudiate a natlonal com-
mitment?” he -asked.

The 'points on which Home Mi-
nister said the Government and the
Assam - delegations had reached
agreement in principle at the ear-
lier rounds of talks, were the detec-
tion of foreign nationals, deletion of

théir names from = electoral rolls,
issuance of identity * cards to all
voters, keeping: all names of all

foreigners .off the electoral rolls in
future, tightening up the Bangla-
desh horder, protecting. the cultural
{dentity of the Assamese people and
taking away the authority! of" the
State to grant citizenship and vest=
ing it in the Centre alone.

Mr. Zail Singh said the Govern-
ment had agreed to disperse from

Assam all persons who could tech-

nically be labelled foreigners. It
was, however, on the question of
who was to be considered a foreigner
that ' the talks have run aground
more than jonce.

The AASU advisor>Mr, Lalit Raj-
kKhowa asserted: “deportation of for-

elgn nationals admits no compro- |

mises.” Reading a prepared state-
ment he sald if the Government was
convinced the foreigners’ problem in
Assam was! a national problem, then
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LHI, July 14 (UNI)

sam agitation leaders have
ted the Union Home Minis-
th a 1963 Central Govern-
ng document which rejects pos-
ession of a ration card by an im-

| migrant or his having voted in an

elecfion 2s evidence of being ‘an

! I ndiah national,

The document. was prepared by
the External Affalrs Ministry 0
counter «the Pakistani propaganda
that India was pushing its own na-
tionals into East Pakistan,

The document wes shown to the
Home Ministry by the All Assam
Students Union (AASE

tatives when the stated
that holders of ards or
school certifieq not ke

of lahd, a
certificate

no evidefice of nation
nality isibased on mo

Rights
nality are B
stitution and e-Citizenship Act.
Articles 5, 6 and 7 of the Cons-
titution and sections 3, 4, 5 and 6

why . was the foreigners burden not||of the Citlzenship Act clearly de-

being shared by the nation as a

fine and prescribe who an Indian

whole, instead.of being imposed only || citizen 1s,

¢

on Assam.

“The immigrants on whom noti-

He said if the Government failed '|ces to quit India had been served

to deport foreigners who entered
Assam between 1961 and 1971, then
AASU would go back to its original
demand that all foreigners,.wh
came /in from 1951 onwards”sh
be deported. Assam, he ould
bear the burden . of 51-1961

&
(Govt. document:
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Wwho came | Much of

. toral rolls.
listment of foreigners in the voters’ |

|

were not able to produce any evi-
dence that they satisfied any of thz

provisions of the Constitution cr
the Citizenship Act in regard to ci-
tizenship.”

The document says Pakistani

propaganda then sought to make
the fact that the name
of a few of the illegal immigrants
were t0 be found on Indian elec-
“The fact is that en-
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ASsam,
that # “a
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lity. Natlo
e substanti
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Govt. d/dcumeilt backs
| Assam leaders’ stand

lists has at times taken place at
the instance of politically interest-
ed persons or parties. Political par=
ties have been known to take du-
bious steps to inflate the number of
their supporters at election time
and some undoubtedly used the il-
legal settlers from Pakistan towards
this end.”

It. goes on: “But all this has no
relevance to the question of estab-
lishing = a person’s name. Being,
rightly or wrongly. inscribed on the
voters’ list does not prove or confer

This legal position has been con-
firmed by decisions of the Supreme
Court of India.” /

It continues:

had helped, worked and voted for

sted, through questionable prac-
tices, to have their names put on
the voters’ list.”

The document concludes by stat-
ing that hunger for land broug
them to Tripura and A 4
satisfy their hunger,
innocent tribesmen,
ments and invente
“evidence” of Indi

|

Indian nationality or citizenship. |

“Many Pakistani |
nationals who left Tripura them- |
selves stated on return that they |

candigdates of a political party. |
e foreigners were no doubt as- |






