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ofcol1iiding with the insurgents. The shape of things to conic could be seen
in the February poll itself The Congress had formed a government in 1993
under Marak that lasted five years (till 1998), wiili just 24 MLAs. one less
than its tally in 1998. But in 1998" it could not succeed in alluring even
indqicndents who hadbeen ministers in tlie 1993-98 Ministry. This was largely
because of the emergence of a "Third force" in Meghaiaya politics.
HynnicwlrepNational Liberation Council (HNLC). a small Khasi insurgent
group operating in the state. It also harped on tlie fact tliat Khasis (including
Jaintias) though majority in the state had tlieir Chief Minister for less tlian
five years since 1972, primarily because they lacked unity. So tlie HNLC had
warned wayward elements in the UPF ofdire consequences should th(^ cross
over to the Congress. The threat had worked—at least for that time.^

Racial violence, on the upswing on the heels of Lyngdoh forming a
coalition earlyAugust 1998with the Congress led by Lapang had claimed 15
lives till the 23rd, all non-tribals. Theywere victims of over-zealous 'vigilante'
groups formed, ironically, to curb violence. It was to check tlie thefts and
burglaries that the Dorbar Shnongs decided to set up locality-wise vigilante
groups for night patrol. The groups started checking the credentials of
residents returninghome at night or loitering about. But thesegroupsprimarily
formed ofKhasi youth reportedly began to target non-tribals with whom they
had decade-long rivalry over land, trade and employment. Lyngdoh
Govemmait was unable—perhaps unwilling—to coJitrol the vigilantegroups,
resulting in the killing ofso many non-tribals. In contrast, Marak (1993-98)
had hten able to control the racial violence Meghaiaya had witnessed for 15
years before he took over.

Are the Foreigners usurping Jobs?

But it must be conceded that communal violence in one form or another

is mdetnic to the North-East, resentfulofthe "Indians", Bangladeshis, Nqjalis
and Tibetans residing in the region "and -usurping the jobs rightfully
belonging to the local tribals". All insurgent groups in the Region have made
a major issue about "infiltration" not only from Bangladesh but also from
other parts of India.'

The job opportunities are limited and local outfits like the KSU fan the
flames in a difficult situation. Even ChiefMinistCT like Marak (1993-98), who
had a crediblerecord ofmaintaining peace and order, had the need to appease
the KSU. It was for this reason that he reportedly wrote to Union Home
MinistCT S.B. Chavanin 1995, requesting him to findwaysand means to check
the uncontrolled entry ofNepali immigrants to tlie state—reasoning that the
Bangladeshis could be detected since tlieyhave to carry passports and visas,
unlike the Nepalis who under the 1950 Indo-Nepal Treaty arc free to enter
India without any such documents. But Marak himself was not clear as to
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hovi-thc Centre could do it in view ofUiis treaty. By singling out die Nepalis,
Martk had verily made tltcm Uic target ofwanton attack by both tlie student
andl.iitsurgcni organisations whose manifest aim, analysts believe, "is to
cxDi'itc the ills aftlicting the tribal societies by exterminating non-tribal
businessmen or no,.-lribals per se~. The KSU has been consistently
dcnundiiig detection of all •foreigners', be they of Bairgladesb. or Nepal
orinin and even outsiders, like the Bengalis, Biharis, Punjabis, and
swedp«s-ll.e last having been brought here by Ibc British, Ignoring the
fcnd^ental riataishrined in the Consumtion, Marak even endorsed tl.e_
totalilarian
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of t!ic youngcsl daughter inheriting die property of her parents. A Khasi
student leader fulminates: "The prospect of acquiring property and wealth
on marriage to a Kliasi girl is very tempting. That is why tliese outsiders are
alwaystrying to hoodwinkour girls." The KSU PresidentPaul Lyngdoh, more
fordirightly, calls them 'marriages of conveniences', and adds: "As per law,
an outsider cannot buy laud or get business licence here. So he marriK a
Kliasi girl to get round diesc hurdles. They then use our girls as a cover to
do business here. Manyoftliera sell off our girls' property and vanish. Who
will take care of these deserted women and their children? Go to Jaintia Hills

and sec the plight of diese women abandoned by Biharis, Bangladeshis and
Nepalis!" In 1995, KSU passeda resolution seeking forteiture of a woman's
right to her parents' property on her marriage to an outsider. Though the
KSU has beenpressurizingthe Governmentto change the law, but no political
party wantsto alienatethe women. CM Marak saystamperingwith personal
laws will spell trouble "and more over how can we stop any one marrying
some one of her choice?" (Times of India, 15-12-96). "But our fight will
continue", says Paul Lyngdoh.

An organisation likeSyngkhong Rympei Thymmi, SRT (=Association for
Reformation ofthe Family Structure) has been demanding the presmt system
be changed to patrilineal, since its inception in 1994. The KSU onlyjoined
the bandwagon subsequently. It was tlie logic of misuse of the customwhich
had brought SRT to the battle between genders. The present systembelieves
in 'longjaid na ka kynthci (It is the woman from whom feraily springs). This
belief has destroyed the social fabric ofour tribal community, says the leader
of the SRT. After marriage, the groom who leaves to stay in his parents-in-
law's house, is often referred to as bhun ki briew (=someone else's son).
Women's organisation, Synjuk ki SengSamba Sbnob (SKSSS) also joined
the debate, though it has maintained a low profile and has always sought
negotiated srttlement ofthe issue. While this debate has bem going on, Khasi
Hills Autonomous District Council (KHADQ pass^ theKhasi Social Custom
ofLineage Bill 1997, adding fiiel to the fire. The 1*997 Bill proposes to make
the existing custcfra a lawandcodify it. The KHADC argues: "We are trying
to preserve the systan and make the terms very specific so that tribal custom
is not misused byunscrupulous people.... The Bill was framed after a lot of
discussion, it is in fact, a consensus. It has been enacted to pacify those
people who are asking for change in the custom so as to protect the tribal
society from the abuseby non-tribals and outsiders." The major reason for
opposing tliematrilineal systan is to stopthemarriages between Khasis and
non-Khasis. The main clauses of the Bill have in fact, placed elaborate
restrictions over what agitated student leaders call "sham marriages". It is
towardsthis end that the Bill has laid downstringent conditions on the issue
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Foreigners and Outsiders

TheBangladesh Government has sought New Delhi's permission {Exp.,
4-5-03) to set tip a visa cilice in Shillong which would give a major boost to
trans-border trade. Meghalaya has several transit points to Bangladesh
tlirough wiiicli coal, timbCT, cement and orangesare exported.

The state has been very sensitive to tlie issue oftlie in-flow ofmigrants,
During tlie 1979-80, tlie Bengalis were the 'Toreign" nationals targeted the
most. So was tlie case during tlie 1987 agitation. "The State Government
detected 12,000 Nepali foreigners of which over 10,000 were expelled in
Fdimary-March 1987."

The FKJGP activists picked up (on 1-9-04)31 Nepalis whohad arrived at
Shillong and were on their way to Jaintia Hills to work in the coal mines.
They were later handed over to the police which said the FKJGP's act was
illegal asthe RAP system was done away within theState in May 1995 and
the Indo-Nepal Friendship Treaty, 1950, allows Nepalese nationals to move
freely in India and vice versa

QiiefMinister Lapang urged the Centre (4-9-04) again to introduce multi
purpose identity cards to check the influx of foreign nationals into the Stfde.
In a memorandum to HomeMinister Sliivraj Patil, Lapang pointedout that
the Conference of Chief Ministers on internal security on 17-11-2001 had
endorsed the issuance of work permits for the foreigners and decided tliat
the citizens' identity card system should be introduced to check illegal
migration (Hindu, 6-9-04).

Prohibitory orderswere clampedin the districts of East Khasi Hills and
Ri Bhoi on 13-9-04 ahead of 20-hour bandh on the 14th called bythe KSU to
protest tlie Govanment's friilurc to fulfil its danands like review ofresawation
policy, tackling foreigtiCT's influx, andissue ofuranium mining incertain areas.

Insurgency: Ceasefire with ANVC

The row over the issue ofnegotiators for talks between the Centre and
tlie ANVC notwithstanding, "Senior leader PA. Sangma continues to act as
' facilitator' for thepeace dialogue (HI. 30-6-03). In May 2003, the Congress-
led Meghalaya Democratic Alliance Government embarrassed Sangma by
denouncing his claim about having been authorised by Dy PM Advani to
open talks with the ANVC, The MHA sources, while confirming that no
negotiator had been appointed, admitted that Sangma did indeed get the go-
ahead from Advani to contact the ANVC.

On 23 July 2004, the tripartite Peace Pact was signed, suspending the
armed operations for six months, and the signatories were A.K. Rastogi,
Secretary (Border Management), MHA; P.J. Bazely, Chief Secretary,
Meghalaya; aridW.K. Marak General Secretary, ANVC. Under the Pact, the














