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The North Eastern region of India is made up of eight states: Assam, Arunachal Pradesh, 

Manipur, Meghalaya, Mizoram, Nagaland, Sikkim, and Tripura. For a long time, they 

remained a remote frontier due to the geography imposed on the region as a result of 

Partition, which set the region into isolation that persisted for several decades. The Partition 

also reset the economy of the region which, until then, had a higher per capita income when 

compared to the rest of India1. However, due to the loss of traditional transit routes, and 

access to the Chittagong port —both traditional routes to consumers and larger external 

markets — the per capita income came down significantly. Today, the region as a whole 

continues to enjoy great geographic, demographic, and natural diversity.  

 

Even during British rule, the region remained aloof due to the presence of fierce tribes who 

valued their independence and ways of life, and also with the use by the British of clever 

method of creating lines of permits for access. Though the British East India company had, 

very early on after a war with Burma, brought areas of Assam under its control, and started 

the lucrative cultivation of tea, it had refused to bring the tribes inhabiting the Naga Hills and 

Lushai hills and others under their direct control. Many regions also remained untapped for 

their potential due to difficulties in access, and their geography.  

 

                                                             
1 Much of the portion of the introduction to this research paper is drawn from a published work by the Author 
that appeared in The Open Magazine  titled ‘The Peace Dividend’ published on 29 April 2022 and available at 
https://openthemagazine.com/cover-story/the-peace-dividend-2/ 



 

 

Source: Maps of India, at https://www.mapsofindia.com/maps/northeast/sevensisters.htm 

 

After Independence, the problems in North Eastern India didnot just derive from the 

inhospitable terrain but the fact the region has international borders with 5 countries, which 

include China, Myanmar, Bangladesh, Bhutan, and Nepal. This isolation, as well as the 

exposure to the world for its elites — initially by participation in the World War I, the spread 

of missionary education systems, and the movement of people to and from the region—

created an awakening among the tribes and groups that began to feel threatened by 

demographic and political changes. The early adversarial stance by the warring tribes against 

the British continued after Independence, and resulted in a spurt insurgency movements and 

struggles.  

 

Combined with all these difficulties was the creation of drug mafiasas well as an arms trade 

beginning from the notorious Golden Triangle of Mizoram, Manipur, and Nagaland enroute 



to more profitable destinations. Added to these were a steady influx of both economic and 

political refugees through porous borders who threatened to alter the dynamics of local 

politics and the economy. The North East became a heady cocktail of dangerous activities — 

a place one would visit only if one wished to, or was forced to by the circumstances of one’s 

profession.  

 

It is to the credit of successive governments that the movements were controlled, and they 

continued to hold on to territories inherited in the wake of Independence .However, there was 

never a holistic effort made by the governments, both at the centre and in the states, to 

address the multiple problems of North Eastern India. Instead, the tendency has been to seek 

ad hoc solutions bordering on securitising the issue in narrow parochial terms. The potential 

for assimilation and inter linkages have been lost due to piecemeal approaches, leaving the 

Government of India, the state administrations, and the people at large unsure, unhappy, and 

uncertain.  

 

In the light of the performance over the last seven decades, there has been a marked change in 

the last few years. The Shri Amit Shah , the Union Home Minister identified a three pronged 

strategy that was premised on preserving the homogeneity of the individual states and 

regions, ending all interstate disputes by the end 2022,ushering in economic progress, and 

taking the region’s contribution to GDP back to pre-Independence levels.  The issues of both 

interstate border disputes and insurgencies have been examined, and substantial progress has 

been made on long-standing problems.  

 

The Creation of New States Out of Assam: Inter State Boundary Issues 

All the states that make up the North East have been carved out of Assam or Greater Assam 

as it was then called – therefore the entire interstate boundary disputes in the North East 

emanate from the interpretation or misinterpretation of the limits of the old boundaries and 

the newly created ones .Assam was amalgamated into the British East India in 1826following 

the Treaty of Yandabu with Burma. Between the period 1826 to 1874, Assam was  apart of 

the Bengal Presidency. In 1874 Assam got its first Chief Commissioner and designated as 

Greater Assam and was made up by 6 units or districts of  Brahmaputra Valley, Surma valley, 

the Hill districts, and Manipur. Lushai Hills and the Chittagong hill tracts were brought under 



the Assam in 1898. Lord Curzon’s experiment carried out in 19052 resulted in Assam being 

combined with Eastern Bengal to make a new province. This was subsequently annulled, and 

the status quo returned after the Great Durbar of 1911.  Between 1912-1913, the British 

government delineated  North-East Frontier Tracts (NEFT) which had (a) Ballipara Frontier 

Tract, (b) Lakhimpur Frontier Tract (c) Sadiya Frontier Tract.  

 

 

After Independence,Greater Assam was broken up into new states. The NEFT was in the 

Government of Assam till January 26, 1950 when the Republic came into being. First it was 

under the Ministry of External Affairs and MHA until it became a Union Territory in 1972 

and granted full statehood in 1987. Nagaland was granted the status of a separate state in 

1963 . This was followed by the new states of Meghalaya and Mizoram. The formation of 

these new states created a new dispute as consensus on the delineation of boundaries was not 

forthcoming from both sides. Assam demanded acceptance of the constitutional boundary 

defined at the time of the creation of those states whereas the new states demandednew 

boundaries based on historical claims. 

 

Boundary Issues between Meghalaya and Assam  

Meghalaya state was established in January 1972,. The erstwhile boundaries of the Khasi and 

Jaintia Hills became the boundary of Meghalaya between Assam. Meghalaya raised the 

historical issue of the post-Independence development transferring two blocks in Jowai 

district — Block I and Block II — to Karbi Anglong of Assam . They also raise issues 

associated with the historical colonial legacy of losing territories to the British by the Khasi 

Chiefs. Meghalaya claims that the people residing in these areas favoured inclusion with 

Meghalaya being tribals. The state also filed a petition before the Supreme Court in 2019, 

which was dismissed. There were 12 outstanding areas of dispute out of which 6 were settled 

vide  an agreement on 29 March 2022,. The freshly demarcated border will have to be passed 

by Parliament  

 

Boundary Issues between Nagaland and Assam  

                                                             
2 Lord Curzon partitioned Bengal in 1905 despite the staunch opposition. Though it was annulled in 1911 as the 
capital was shifted to Delhi many believe that this experiment  laid the foundations of the events that followed 
leading up to the partition of Bengal into West Bengal and East Pakistan in 1947.   



The 1925 notifications under which Naga Hills and the Tuensang area were integrated into a 

new administrative unit, and the area was made autonomous became the border of Nagaland 

state in 1962 as per the Nagaland State Act 1962. Accordingly there are six sectors — A, B, 

C, D, E, F — which include parts of Sivasagar, Golaghat, Jorhat, and KarbiAnglong, all of 

which lie in Assam. Nagaland claims that sector A B C D originally belonged to the Naga 

tribesas per traditional claims until the British amalgamated them in Assam and demands 

their  transfer back to Nagaland. According to Nagaland the 16-point agreement between the 

Naga People’s Convention and Jawaharlal Nehru signed in 1960 also mentions the restoration 

of all Naga territories historically belonging to them and has been demanding the 

implementation of that particular clause in the 1960 agreement.  

 

The Assam government’s stand is to maintain the boundary “constitutionally” as was decided 

on 1 December 1963 when the hill state was created and have used historical claims of 

having disputed areas under their administrative control. Instead the Assam state alleges that 

Nagaland has been the one who have encroached upon areas  inSivasagar, Jorhat, Golaghat, 

and KarbiAnglong Districts. There has been a history of multiple violent clashes between the 

states. The first one erupted in 1965. The Indira Gandhi led Governementappointed K. V. 

K.Sundaram, then Chairman of the Law Commission, as an adviser for matters relating to 

Assam-Nagaland in 1971 .Sundaram suggested a joint survey of the border, which Nagaland 

did not agree to despite having participated in the negotiations. The two states signed four 

interim agreements in 1972 to maintain the status quo. Subsequentlyafter a major incident in 

Merapani in April 1985 in which nearly 41 Assamese including 28 policemen were killed 

,acommission headed by Shri RK Shastriwas set up in August 1985 which blamed the 

Nagaland government for precipitating violence. The report also endorsed that  the Assam 

Government had rights overs its constitutionally approved boundaries. The Shastri panel also 

recommended a boundary commission to demarcate the border. This report also was once 

gains  rejected by the Nagaland government . They felt that  it failed to conclude a bilaterally 

agreeable solution3. In 1988, the Assam government filed a suit in the Supreme Court to 

determine and delineate the constitutional boundary of each state. This petition led to the 

court appointing a 3 member commission headed by Justice Tarun Chatterjee  in September 

                                                             
3 For full text of the report may kindly see  Report of the Commission of Inquiry on the Incidents Relating to the 
Assam-Nagaland Border Conflict April-June, 1985 available at https://indianculture.gov.in/reports-
proceedings/report-commission-inquiry-incidents-relating-assam-nagaland-border-conflict 



2006.  With such a historical basis for acrimony long standing dispute it is creditable that, in 

January 2022 Assam and Nagaland agreed to settle their dispute out of court.  

 

Boundary Issues between Arunachal Pradesh and Assam  

The British colonial Government took a decision in 1911to create a new district known as the 

North-East Frontier Tracts (NEFT). Between 1912-1913, the British government delineated 

areas of Assam which had the following tracts of land (a) Ballipara Frontier Tract, (b) 

Lakhimpur Frontier Tract (c) Sadiya Frontier Tract. After Independence NEFT was under  

the Government of Assam till January 26, 1950 when the Republic came into being.  Post-

independence, NEFA was created in 1954 as recommended by the Bordoloi sub-committee, 

giving direct control to the Governor of Assam who also had control over the NEFA till 

1971. Out of the 703 sq. km, 397 sq. km, the Assam-Arunachal Pradesh boundary was 

demarcated by1974. However, reports of encroachment from both states led to violent 

clashes, including firing on the borders. Though the dispute is before the Supreme Court, 

talks between state governments are ongoing . At the core of the dispute are 122 villages 

which are being attended to by district level committees headed by ministers 

 

Boundary Issues between Mizoram and Assam  

Mizoram with an area measuring over 21000 square Kilometres has  Manipur and Tripura on 

either side with an International Boundary with Bangladesh.  The root of the dispute lies in 

the famine of 1958 due to Bamboo flowering4which occurred in the areas that came to 

become Mizoram. These areas were still under Assam then . The issue of temporary permits 

to move to Cachar district to offset the effects of the famine and the anger against the Assam 

state to provide timely relief snowballed into violence, which led to the formation of the Mizo 

National Front (MNF) in 1966. MNF demanded an independent Mizoram State with violence 

and an armed struggle. After several years, and a successful counter insurgency in 1972,the 

Mizoram Union Territory was carved out of Assam. Another noteworthy achievement of the 

Indian state is its ability to mainstream the opposition, including an armed ones seen in 

Mizoram. The state can take the credit for absorbing former militants into the mainstream 

political process. The first Chief Minister of Mizoram, Laldenga, was an insurgent, as is the 

                                                             
4 Bhattacharya, Bhubaneswar, Troubled Borders, published by lawyers Book Stall refer  page 363 for more 
details.  Records from the British Raj indicate that Mizoram suffered famine due to Bamboo flowering 
in 1862, and again in 1911. A mass flowering phenomenon seen at long intervals in bamboo plants, 
triggers rodent outbreaks and famine often in the northeas.  



current Chief Minister Zoramthanga, who is also the President of the MNF.The border 

disputes, including the violent flare-ups witnessed in July 2021 in which 6 Assam state police 

personnel lost their lives at the Assam-Mizoram border, is a result of this new creation.  

 

The boundary dispute between Assam and Mizoram arises becauseof the 1933 notification 

regarding the boundary between the Cachar Hills and the Lushai Hills. The disagreement lies 

over the border demarcation between 1875 and 1933. 1n 1875, the British government 

conducted the demarcation ofLushai Hills, from Assam under the Bengal Eastern Frontier 

Regulation (BEFR) of 18735.A further demarcation took place in 1933 this time based on 

culture, linguistic and tribal lines.The united Lushai Hills, consisting of North Lushai Hills 

and South Lushai Hills, came into being in the 1890s. The Mizos are demanding  the so-

called inner line boundary of 1875 which would be around 829 sq. km.There are regular 

engagements to maintain peace and work out a permanent solution.  

The Naga Issue:the Peace Talks 

The oldest festering dispute in the region is with the Nagas. The peace talks hit a road block 

following differences between  NSCN (IM) and R. N. Ravi, the previous interlocutor, over a 

separate constitution and flag for the Nagas. The other issue is that both NSCN (IM) and the a 

conglomerate of seven rebel groups i.e. Naga National Political Groups (NNPG) have failed 

to reach a consensus on the shape of the final peace accord.  

 

The Naga peace talks is a simmering issue that has seen many iterations and initiatives and  

date back to the colonial era. The issues that mothballed into the current crises first 

crystallized with the formation of a Naga Club in 1918 . They demanded that theNagas 

should be left alone "to determine for [them]selves as in ancient times". The quest for a 

Greater Nagaland, or Nagalim, which it has now become covers Nagaland, and areas under  

neighbouring states like Assam, Manipur, and Arunachal Pradesh, and even parts of 

Myanmar. 

 

The Naga Hills District Tribal Council was established in April 1945 to unite all Nagas to 

organise tribal councils in reconstructing the Naga Hills according to modern democratic 

norms which later metamorphosed into the Naga National Council (NNC). Sir Akbar Hydari, 

                                                             
5The Bengal Eastern Frontier Regulation (BEFR)empowered the British Lieutenant Governor to define an inner 
line, to go beyond whicha license was required for every British Subject andother foreign residents/ non-
tribals. This succeeded in giving the then government control of access. 



the first Indian Governor of Assam, concluded a Nine Point Agreement, also known as the 

‘Naga-Hydari Agreement’6 (also called 9 Point Agreement), regarding the status of Naga 

Hills districtin June 1947 wherein the autonomy to practice their customs and traditions was 

granted to the Nagas. There was anambiguity in the wording and interpretation of the 'Clause 

IX' of the agreement between the NNC and the Government of India.7 As a result, the NNC 

got divided into extremists and moderates in the interpretation. The moderates supported it on 

the grounds that it was a democratic and revolutionary step to meet the interests of the Nagas, 

whereas the extremists — led by A. Z. Phizo— read it to mean that, after expiry of 10 years, 

the Nagas would became free to choose their future, and are independent from India. 

 

AZ Phizo assumed the leadership of the NNC, and initiated measures bordering on extremism 

to communicate their demands which included an independent Naga country covering all 

Naga inhabited areas in India and Myanmar, extending right upto the Chindwin River. He 

mobilised the Naga Youth Movement (NYM) and a Naga Women’s Society (NWS) by the 

mass recruitment of students, church leaders, and young government servants. In May 1951, 

NNC also conducted a plebiscite8 to ascertain the views of the people on two issues: 

(a) whether they wanted to remain in India or become a separate independent state, and  

(b) to repudiate the charge of the Indian government that Phizo and the NNC were only 

supported by a minority segment of the Naga people. 

It was announced that 99% of people had voted for a separate sovereign state. The Indian 

government rejected the alleged outcome as the plebiscite was flawed on several counts 

major ones being only males were asked for their opinion and secondly there was no ballot 

paper to enable a counting. 

 

In 1954, a seizure of power by the self-styled Federal Government of Nagaland (FGN) was 

started in Tuensang (It may be noted that under Nehru the region of Tuensang frontier 

Division of NEFA was administered by the Ministry of External Affairs, and not under the 

                                                             
6 For full text, please see the WWW.UN.org site on Treaties at 
https://peacemaker.un.org/sites/peacemaker.un.org/files/IN_470628_Naga-
Akbar%20Hydari%20Accord.pdf 
7 The exact wording is reproduced as follows: “Period of Agreement – The Governor of Assam as the 
Agent of the Government of the Indian Union will have a special responsibility for a period of 10 
years to ensure the observance of the agreement, at the end of this period the Naga Council will be 
asked whether they require the above agreement to be extended for a further period or a new 
agreement regarding the future of Naga people arrived at.”  
 



Assam Government). Phizo termed his government as People’s Sovereign Republic of 

Nagalandi.e ‘KhanakKantang’inNagamese. Lawlessness and violence spread to all parts of 

Tuensang, and also to some parts of Kohima district. The Tribal Councils were abolished, 

and gradually the hostilities between Naga rebels and the security forces intensified. 

Consequently, the Tuensang area was declared a disturbed area on 28 Jul 1955. The Indian 

army was soon inducted, and thus began a long period of the deployment of Indian armed 

forces in Nagaland. Phizoin the meantime escaped to East Pakistan, and then to London.  

 

On the other hand the faction of moderates who opposed Phizo called all the Naga leaders 

together to discuss Naga issues, and to achieve political settlement with the Government of 

India by negotiations. The main outcome was that the Naga Hills-Tuensang Area Act was 

passed, and the Naga Hill Tuensang Area (NHTA) came into being as a separate union 1 

December 1957and was to be administered by the Governor of Assam on behalf of the 

President of India. The Act constituted a separate area divided into three districts, with 

headquarters at Kohima, Mokokchung, and Tuensang. The Government of Indiaannounced 

amnesty to rebels in spite of their offences. It was expected that it might appease Naga 

aspirations.However, the remaining underground rebels continued violence against loyal 

villagers and the armed forces. The Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act 1958, was enacted 

for the state of Assam including the Naga Area.  

Subsequently the 13th amendment of the Constitution led to the creation of Nagaland under 

the State of Nagaland Act, 1962,out of Assam. The state of Nagaland came into being on 1 

December 1963 and the capital was Kohima. The first general election was held in 1964.  

 

It enabled the creation of a Peace Mission  with Sarvodaya leader,Jayaprakash Narayan, and 

the Chief Minister of Assam, B. P.Chaliha, and Reverend Michael Scott a British Parish 

priest as its members. ThePeace Mission brought about a ceasefire applicable not only in 

Nagaland but also in the three sub divisions of Manipur, namely, Ukhrul, Mao, and 

Tamenglong. In February 1966,Narayan resigned from the Mission as he felt that the 

undergrounds had no confidence in him. In the meantime Reverend Michael Scott was also 

expelled. Michael Scott served as a chaplain in Bombay between 1935-37and Calcutta 

between 1937-39. . It is believed that   he had helped Phizo to obtain British citizenship. He 

was nominated by the Naga church leaders to be a member of the Peace Mission. He was 

expected to impartial . However his biases came to the fore and Mrs Indira Gandhi expelled 

him. With the failure of the Peace Mission, armed conflict and sabotage activities restarted. 



Batches of freshly trained Naga UGs returned from China via East Pakistan. The UGs 

resorted to the killing of the Army, CRPF, and Police personnel in Ukhrul and Tamenglong 

sub divisions until 1968, when a split took place in the NNC into three factions due to various 

reason out of which a lust for power and pressure from China can be counted as major ones. 

Eventually the Government of India negotiated the Shillong Accord, signed in Jan 1976 by 

the Governor, L. P. Singh, and the UG representatives.  

 

However when the Shillong Accord was signed a group of undergrounds were training in 

China under the leadership of IsakChishiSwu and ThuingalengMuivah. They 

natuarallydenounced the accord. Thisled to the creation of the National Socialist Council of 

Nagaland (NSCN), led by IsakSwu and ThuingalengMuivah in 1980. The objective was 

aimed at the creation of a sovereign state with a socialist structure. They established a 

government-in-exile called the Government of the People’s Republic of Nagaland (GPRN 

which also marks the end of the era of the leadership of A. Z.Phizo and his followers . The 

NSCN later split furtherinto the NSCN (IM) and the NSCN (K) in 1988. This was on tribal 

lines, with the Tangkhuls and the Semas parting from the Konyaks. The NSCN (IM) 

influence was mostly in Nagaland and NSCN (K) was mostly confined to the Mon district, 

with a partial hold on the Tuensang district, and some pockets of the Phek district. The split 

also succeeded in halting the northward expansion of the NSCN (IM). As it turns out in 

2011NSCN-K 'expelled' its 'chairman', S.S. Khaplang, on charges of behaving in a 'unilateral 

and dictatorial’ manner. Khaplang retaliated with the counter-expulsion of several breakaway 

leaders, and declared that his group would not be part of the Naga reconciliation 

process.Khaplang died in 2017. 

 

After the NDA government came to power at the centre in 2014,aFramework Agreement was 

signed by R. N. Ravi, the Chairman of the Joint Intelligence Committee ( later Governor and 

Chief Interlocutor of the Naga Peace Talks)with  NSCN-IM General 

Secretary,ThuingalengMuivah, on 3 August 2015 . The  Prime Minister was present . Both 

sides maintained secrecy about the contents of this agreement. In April 2022 a ceasefire 

agreement was signed with three Naga groups for further period of one year, until April 2023. 

The groups include the National Socialist Council of Nagaland-NK (NSCN-NK), the 

National Socialist Council of Nagaland-Reformation (NSCN-R), and the National Socialist 

Council of Nagaland-K-Khango (NSCN-K-Khango). The former special director of the 

Intelligence Bureau, A. K. Misra, replaced R. N. Ravi as the Centre’s interlocutor. The 



government’s aim is to engage with maximum Naga groups, and not just the NSCN-IM, to 

finalise the Naga peace accord. Of all the long festering disputes, the Naga peace talks hit a 

road block following differences between the NSCN (IM) and R. N. Ravi, the previous 

interlocutor, over the need for a separate constitution and flag for the Nagas.  

 

The issue is complex, but what is evident is that the government willing to walk the extra 

mile to find a solution in this protracted conflict. The first step appears to have been taken 

with the new interlocutor, A. K. Mishra, having held talks in the Hebron Camp of the NSCN 

(IM). A solution to the Naga issue, which was the first crisis that erupted in independent 

India, can help establish a lasting peace in the region and truly establish India’s democratic 

credentials in conflict resolution . 

 

The NLFT Agreement 

The National Liberation Front of Tripura (NLFT) is a banned militant organisation under 

UAPA, based in Tripura. The movement started around 1989, under DhananjoyReang who 

was later replaced by NayanbasiJamatiya, and then, byBiswamohanDebbarma. Currently,the 

NFLT has two factions:Biswamohan and Nayanbasi. They have the support of the Baptist 

Church of Tripura. The NLFT constitution makes no mention of any specific religion, and 

claims to extend membership to "any person, irrespective of caste, sex or creed". They stand 

against the alleged increase of immigration of Bengalis from the Bangladesh and West 

Bengal, and claim to represent the indigenous population which, in their opinion, has been 

marginalized by "the subjugation policy of imperialist Hindustan”. Since 1997, following 

involvement in terrorist and subversive activities, the NLFT has been proscribed as a terrorist 

agency under the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act 1967. It is also proscribed under the 

Prevention of Terrorism Act (POTA), 2002. 

 

In August 2019, the leader of the NLFT-SD faction, Sabir Kumar Debbarma,signed a 

Memorandum of Settlement with the Government of India and Tripura.9 Under the terms. the 

cadres of the NLFT surrendered, and a rehabilitation package was offered. In addition, a 

special Economic Development Package (SEDP) of Rs 100 crore has been initiated for the 

region by the Government of India for a period of five years 

                                                             
9 Government of India, Govt. of Tripura, and the National Liberation Front of Twipra (NLFT-SD) 
Sign Memorandum of Settlement , Press release, at https://www.mha.gov.in/whatsnew/government-
of-india-govt-of-tripura-and-national-liberation-front-of-twipra-nlft-sd-sign 



 

The KarbiAnglong Agreement 

Thehistoric KarbiAnglong Agreement 

old crisis.This Agreement balances the need to ensure Assam’s territorial integrity while 

addressing the aspirations of the Karbipeople 

with several tribal groups — Karbi, Dimasa, Bodo, Kuki, Hmar, Tiwa, Garo, Man (Tai 

speakers), and Rengma Naga. 

 

The KarbiAnglong District: Neighbouring States and Districts

 

Source: https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Map

of-the-present-study-Source-ABDs

 

The Karbis are a major ethnic group 

state,often using violence to bolster their efforts.Under the terms of the 

Agreement,following five militant organizations 

Hills Liberation Front (KLNLF),

the UPLA, KPLT, and KLF. Almost all of their

aspire to join the mainstream. A special development package of Rs. 1000 crore will be 

allocated over five years by the Central Government a

objective is to  take up special projects for the development of Karbi areas

 

Bru Refugee Rehabilitation Agreement

The Bru or Reang are a community indigenous to Northeast India

Mizoram, and Assam. In October 1997, 

approximately 37,000 Bru fled Mizoram’s Mamit, Kolasib, and Lunglei districts 

At Tripura  they were sheltered in relief camps. 

KarbiAnglong Agreement 

historic KarbiAnglong Agreement signed in September 2021 found a closure to 

balances the need to ensure Assam’s territorial integrity while 

ng the aspirations of the Karbipeople .KarbiAnglong is the state’s largest district

Karbi, Dimasa, Bodo, Kuki, Hmar, Tiwa, Garo, Man (Tai 

KarbiAnglong District: Neighbouring States and Districts 

 

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Map-of-Karbi-Anglong-district-showing

ABDs-School_fig1_308485225 

The Karbis are a major ethnic group in Assam, and have been demanding a separate 

to bolster their efforts.Under the terms of the KarbiAnglong 

five militant organizations laid down arms . These are KarbiLongri NC 

Hills Liberation Front (KLNLF), thePeople's Democratic Council of KarbiLongri (PDCK), 

Almost all of their armed cadres have given up violence

join the mainstream. A special development package of Rs. 1000 crore will be 

allocated over five years by the Central Government as well as the Assam Government 

take up special projects for the development of Karbi areas. 

Bru Refugee Rehabilitation Agreement 

The Bru or Reang are a community indigenous to Northeast India inhabiting 

Mizoram, and Assam. In October 1997, violent ethnic clashes broke out due to which 

37,000 Bru fled Mizoram’s Mamit, Kolasib, and Lunglei districts 

they were sheltered in relief camps. Over a period of time Brus numbering around 

signed in September 2021 found a closure to decades 

balances the need to ensure Assam’s territorial integrity while 

KarbiAnglong is the state’s largest district, 

Karbi, Dimasa, Bodo, Kuki, Hmar, Tiwa, Garo, Man (Tai 

showing-area-

been demanding a separate 

KarbiAnglong 

KarbiLongri NC 

People's Democratic Council of KarbiLongri (PDCK), 

armed cadres have given up violence, and 

join the mainstream. A special development package of Rs. 1000 crore will be 

the Assam Government .the 

inhabiting Tripura, 

due to which 

37,000 Bru fled Mizoram’s Mamit, Kolasib, and Lunglei districts into Tripura. 

Over a period of time Brus numbering around 



5,000 returned to Mizoram in nine phases of repatriation. Approximately 32,000 people still 

live in six relief camps in North Tripura. In the year 2021 an agreement was signed to allow 

them to remain permanently in the latter state. Under the Bru Refugee Rehabilitation 

Agreement10, the remaining members of the Bru community are to be settled in Tripura.  As 

per the agreement, each resettled Bru family will be provided a fixed deposit of Rs.4 lakh as 

financial assistance, free ration, five thousand rupees per month for two years, and housing 

assistance at the rate of Rs.1.5 lakh for the allotted land11.  

 

The Bodo Peace Accord 

The Bodos are the single largest tribal community in Assam. They number approximately 

between  5 to 6 per cent of the state’s population.Theyessentially inhabit four districts in 

Assam — Kokrajhar,Chirang, Udalguri andBaksa. The Bodos demanded a separate state,and 

also had an armed struggle 1966–67 under the banner of the Plains Tribals Council of Assam 

(PTCA) which, by 1987, metamorphosed into the All Bodo Students Union (ABSU). ABSU 

renewed the demand under the slogan “Divide Assam fifty-fifty”. This was a fallout of the 

agreement of the Assam Accord which the Bodos felt addressed the demands of the 

“Assamese people”, leaving the Bodosout and determined to protect their own identity.  

 

In October 1986, a militant groupwhich called itself the Bodo Security Force (BdSF) was 

established  byRanjanDaimary. The BdSF subsequently renamed itself as the National 

Democratic Front of Bodoland (NDFB). They were involved in several assault but are 

remembered particularly for the attacks in 2008 that killed about a 100 peoplefor which the 

leaders were convicted. In 2010, due to protracted negotiations RanjanDaimary was arrested 

by Bangladesh. His faction then began peace talks with the government.A Memorandum of 

Settlement (MoS) was signed on 27 January 2020.The Bodoslong demanding recognition has 

been catered for in the settlement.With the Bodo Peace Accord, 1615 cadres of NDFB groups 

surrendered their weapons and were disbanded. A special Development package of Rs.1500 

crores has been sanctioned to undertake specific projects for the development of Bodo areas. 

 

AFSPA and the North East Region  

                                                             
10 May also see the full details of the press release by MHA available at 
https://www.mha.gov.in/sites/default/files/NE_Resettlement_Bru_25022022.PDF 
11 May see ‘Landless and homeless, Tripura's new voters wait for a new dawn’ available at  Times of Indian 
online accessible at https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/elections/assembly-elections/tripura/news/landless-
and-homeless-tripuras-new-voters-wait-for-a-new-dawn/articleshow/97898113.cms 



The origins of the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act 1958, can be traced to the Armed 

Forces (Special Powers) Ordinance of 1942.  When the internal security situation in pre-

divided Assam — or rather when it was ‘unified Assam’ — the Nagas, who inhabited the 

Naga Hills of Assam and Manipur, opposed the merger of their area with that of India. This 

was on the grounds that they were racially and socio-politically different from the Indians. 

They boycotted the first general election of 1952, did not accept the Indian Constitution, and 

started committing violent acts against Indian state. Shri Rajendra Prasad the President of 

India promulgated the Armed Forces (Assam and Manipur) Special Powers Ordinance on 22 

May 1958 to confer ‘special powers’ on the armed forces as well as provide them the legal 

framework to function in the ‘disturbed areas’ of Assam and the Union Territory of Manipur. 

The Armed Forces (Assam and Manipur) Special Powers Act of 1958 was so called because 

it was enforced in the Naga inhabited areas of the state of Assam and the Union Territory of 

Manipur. This Act is now referred to as the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act (AFSPA).  

 

An unfortunate botched up military operation on 4 December 2021 in Nagaland’s Mon 

district led to the killing of unarmed civilians, raising multiple questions on the legitimacy of 

the actions of the security forces operating in the region under the much contested and 

debated Armed Force Special Powers Act. The incident was further compounded since it was 

one of the most elite and battle-hardened units that killed unarmed coal mine workers 

allegedly mistaken to be militants despite there being no retaliatory fire or subsequent 

recovery of arms and ammunition. This rightfully led to anger and distrust, furthering the 

animosity against the Security Forces operating in the region, particularly against AFSPA 

which allows security forces certain powers as well as immunity to undertake counter-

insurgency operation in the region. This simmering anger led to furtherviolence and 

retaliation, leading to more deaths.The entire state as well as the region has been on the boil 

since then. To assuage the civilian population and the State Government, a five-member 

committee examined the withdrawal of the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act from 

Nagaland. Effective from 1 April 2022, the AFSPA has been removed completely from 23 

districts, partially from one district of Assam, from 15 police station areas of six districts of 

Manipur, and from 15 police station areas in seven districts in Nagaland.  

 

Inner Line Permit (ILP) 

Since 1873, the entry of outsiders is not permitted without an ILP. This has been done to 

maintain the original identity of indigenous people of areas or regions which became 



Mizoram, Nagaland, Manipur, and Arunachal Pradesh. This played a dual role for the British 

who used it to contain the warring or hostile tribes within containment zones as also prevent 

outsiders from accessing these areas. However, Christian missionary activities were allowed.  

Along-with ILP, there are restrictions on the acquisition of property and trade out of the state. 

There is a general consensus that the ILP needs a review and, despite this, there has been 

regular illegal immigration. Lifting the ILP may also help in boosting the economy of the 

region. 

 

Conclusion  

As is apparent from the above discussion, the Seven Sisters are like the rest of south Asia — 

burdened by colonial baggage and the history of British presence. The region has also seen 

several secessionist movements. Except Assam, all other states are predominantly tribal. 

Despite the ILP system, there has been continuous migration since the time of British rule. 

The increasing differences and diversity lead to conflicts. The claims of one tribe overlap 

with those of others as is seen in the demand of the Nagas or the Bodos, and many others.In 

other words, despite granting autonomy and creating new states, the region is still marked by 

ethnic violence. 

 

Since Independence, the Government of India has adopted quite an accommodative stance, 

and has displayed astute management through constitutional remedies and political 

compromises. Through this method of management, the Government of India has harmonised 

many differences despite visible confrontations. To this end, this government deserves due 

credit for finding constitutional remedies for age old disputes despite the pulls and pressures 

from competing groups. Although many Indians are quick to find fault with the models of the 

Indian State, a stock taking of the comparative success in nation building in the North East 

must draw admiration. 

 

 


