THE LAND SYSTEMS OF MIZORAM

CHAPTER -1

HISTORICAL EVOLUTION OF MIZORAM

A major chunk of the State population belongs b tKuki Chin group of
Tibeto-Burman branch of Indo-Mongoloid race. Throube influence of events and time,
this group widely dispersed spatially before adstnative delimitations were carried out. As
a result, the inhabitants of this group were fotmbe dispersed in significant percentages in
the Churachandpur district of Manipur, Cachar distsf Assam, eastern part of Jaintia Hills
district of Meghalaya and in north Tripura distsicBesides, they are also found in a large
number across the frontiers in Burma and Bangladékbse apart, there is a substantial
representation of non-Mizo tribes, such as, thek@ias and Riangs in the southern and south
western part of the State.

The historical pattern of settlement of the regidtustrates the operation of various
processes which are significant in not only idgmi the content of the population of the
State but also the conditions that were earlieresogposed on the State’s geographical
landscape. This later aspect was, to a substamtigint, responsible for extending crisis
parameters which emerged with persistent regudaritThe pattern of migration, and the
distribution of various Mizo tribes and other cognaub-groups go a long way in explaining
the phenomena of change and the inbuilt dynamistineirBtate’s policy. In this regard, it can
also be stated that some of the geopolitical cosipus as well as impulses also evolved
simultaneously. It also provided the State withrahteristics that were at once conductive to
divide the State policy.

Early Mizo History

The early history of the Mizos is virtually based legends, traditions, customs and
beliefs. The administrators and scholars had te fdifficulties in tracing the historical
evolution of the Mizo tribes. Nevertheless, there ianumerable folksongs, tales and fables
that provide raw materials for the study of theigration and early settlement in the regions.

There is common belief among the Mizos that thaesters emigrated from a place
called ‘Chhingluing’. Histotians and anthropologaie of opinion that this place is in the
southern China. The Mizos were pushed out of Chihing by a powerful people. It is also
commonly believed that their forefathers came fitbi cave one by one and when a couple
belonging to Ralte sub-tribe came out, the louk talused the guardian God of the cave to
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close the cave fearing over population. Recentlyatdempt has been made to interpret this
legens rationally. Chhinglung is said to mean nctae but the name of a prince of China
(the correct word Chin Lung) who was the son of iud. of the Chin dynasty (221-207
B.C.) The prince was annoyed with his father ang fleft the kingdom and settled in Burma.

This is a fact that the Mizos came from the eamt their original home was in
Mekong Valley. K. Zawla a historian assert that bMiego people came to the Chindwin belt a
bout 996 A.D. They lived there barely 200 yearse Thuel chiefs and the great famine in
which many people died, forced the rest to leawe |#imd. Before leaving, however, they
planted a banyan tree at Khampat and took a vofsoimt of their Burmese neighbour that
they would return to Khampat. During their movemardund 1466 A.D. There was absence
of a chief and each family group together and eaditribe settled in separate villages. The
sub-tribes were the Lusei (wrongly written Lush&glte, Chawangthu, Khiangte, Hauhnar,
Chuange, Chhunathang, Ngente, Punte and Partewdrdsmovement of the Mizos from
Lentlang to the present Mizo country took placeveein 1700 and 1730 A.D.

Cause of Migration

The migration of the Mizo tribes from the North-8¥éBurma to south and then to
west and finally the present Mizoram (earlier LugH#is District) took place due to several
reasons. The tribes moved to the new place foebattd adequate land for cultivation. The
other causes can be the fear of insecurity whiely talt during their habitation. The frequent
inter-tribal disputes and pressure from the powdy&ars compelled them to migrate to the
safer places. History bears evidence that they chdweKabaw Valley from North-West
Burma in 1814. Further, they had to face famineytdm) at a regular interval of 50 years.
Consequently, these tribes had to change theireglat habitation. The great famines of
1882, 1991 and 1959 bear testimony to the fact.

Insecurity was the order of the day during théydaistory of Mizo life. The perpetual
fear of attack compelled them to move to safer @gidnsible location in the interior. The
higher ridges were normally sought, as they wes#lyedefensible. For the same reason, the
Kuki tribes moved later northward under the presduoom the Lushai clans who occupied
the higher ranges in the interior. Frequent rami®@elled the sub-tribes and clans to move
into the interior locations. The defeated grouptleg Kuki-Chin branch moved to a safer
place that was normally away the several groupsTibeto-Burman race along the
Tibeto-Chinese and Burma-Tibeto-China border. Untlerse circumstance, the Mizos
occupied the Kabaw Valley from"&century A.D. but due to pressure exerted by thenSh
Movement, they moved westward towards present dagiem from the fear of Pawis (also
used Pois). Even in the Lushai Hills areas, thecgss of re-distribution readjustment
between the various sub-groups continued untiBtiitssh came in 1890s.
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Isolation was enhanced by mountainous terrairchvpromoted settlement of smaller
group of people. Obviously, this communication g&s largely responsible for rivalries and
power struggles.

Shan State and Kabaw Valley Settlement
The first Mizo migration took place in the pres@itan State of Kabaw Valley in
Burma after they left Chhinglung.

Chin Hills Settlement

The life at Khampat was miserable due to natusaktraint and other calamities like
famine, shortage of food materials, etc. The Lusklacided to move westward in search of
better source of livelihood . They moved towardgmand north-west in organized clan-wise
form. They occupied areas along the Indo-Burmesetifrs in Chin Hills in the early ¥4
century A.D. They settled and established villagas-wise. Some of these villages are still
in existence such as Seiport, Suaipui, Saipui,rBathand Bochung.

During the mid 18 century A.D. the first batch of the Mizo crosseduTriver and
settled in the area of present day Mizoram and thene called as Kukis. The word Kuki has
assumed different meanings. The term (Kuki) wagmily the Bengalis to distinguish the
tribesmen from the plain settler. Major Shakesdess reffered the term ‘old Kuki’ and
‘Khawtlang’ to differentiate them from the Lushdihese old Kukis migrated from Burma
and went as far as Chittagong Hill Tracts and Hiflipperah. In the Chittagong Hill Tracts,
the term Kuki mean the inhabitants of the intednd inaccessible mountain tracts. In Cachar
(Assam), it generally means some family of the ddicor Khawtlang clan. It is categorized
as new and old Kuki-Chin people which constitute ¢lastern most group of Indo-Mongoloid
branch and are linguistically similar to the Burme&olos and Kachins (Singphos) but
culturally different and are akin to the Nagas &utlos. The Luseis are one of well known
tribes of the Kuki-Chin group of the people. Thetfibatch of Mizo tribes who migrated from
Chin Hills into the present Mizoram and then to Izacwere the Rangkhols, Betes or Hmars
with their sub-clans. These were called Old Kukigen today, many village settled by these
people in Mizoram are still in existence such asWwbung, Zote, Biate, Khelte, Darngawn,
Leiri, Lungtan. Broadly speaking, there are fivejonaribes — Lushei, Ralte, Hmar, Pawi etc.
The minor sub-tribes are commonly known as ‘Awzia’.



Lusei

The Lusei sub-group consists of ten commonerssandhief clans (Thangura Chief).
The commoners are Pachuau, Chhangte, ChawngthuhnBiguChuanga, Chaunghang,
Hrahsel, Tochhawng, Vanchhawng and Chhakchhuak.chied clans are Zadeng, Palian,
Thangluah, Rivung, Rokhhum and Sailo. Search fonemic livelihood compelled them to
migrate westward. Thangluah and Rokhum passeddhrthe Hills and moved west as well
as to Tripura and Sylhet border. They were folldwg the Zadeng, who penetrated into the
Chittagong Hill Tracts. The Thangluah moved westdvas far as Demagiri and barkhal.
Palian followed the same route as the Zadeng. Tishei tribes moved forward from South-
East round about 1810 and established completeesimy over the North Lushai Hills
between 1840 and 1850 A.D. The Sailo clan into pmence and successfully subdued all
their rivals.

Paite

The Paites belonged to old Kuki group. (Paite megmer). In Mizoram, they are
confined to an area between two rivers Tiau and, Ruthe north-eastern Mizoram., Paites
living in central part of Mizoram have lost themnlguage but those living in Manipur
(Churachandpur) and north-east Mizoram have predeheir traditional traits.

Ralte

The Raltes belong to Kuki group whop came fromrtbeh. They were subjugated by
the Dulien who migrated from Chin Hills. They hadstohct social customs and had
noticeable different in the dialects. They weretsdld a separate portion of village land. They
were predominantly settled in western Lushai vélagn Lenkhuang, Kalkhom and Lalhrima.
The Ralte sub-group accepted the dominance of them® but continued to maintain their
traditional customs and language. Among the Duliéms Ralte language is understood and
the Sailo chiefs habitually use Ralte language.

Rankhol and Thado
About the middle of 18 century, the Rankhol settled down in the arear(ilea

Cachar border) but were subsequently pushed nornthiwyathe Thado tribes. The Thado tribe
had settlements in the Lushai and Chin Hills aflistodging Rankhol and Bete tribes. But
the Thados, like those whom they replaced, couldresist the advancing waves of Lushai
tribes. The Lushai clans moved northward by ab&101A.D. and the Thado were gradually
pushed northward of Lushai Hills were similarlyngoered by the Sokte and were driven
towards north into Manipur where they settled iateern region of Manipur.



Shendus

The Shendu tribe includes all the Haka-Chin tribesluding the Lakhers
(Klangklanga) and also other Chin tribes such asaslarhe British called them Shendus. Lt.
Phayrs (1841) refers to the Tseindus and givest @flil3 Tseindus clans, some of which can
be identified with Mara clan, and others appearbé Poi. The Shendus, according to
Mackenzie were a formidable nation living to therteEast of Blue mountain. These tribes
appeared to be more numerous as a people than thay lndo-Chinese Hill race who
extended over a large part of the country. The kakhas a separate tribes were first
mentioned in 1852. Cap. Tickell refers to the tsilas Heuma or Shandus. Heuma is the name
of the Lakher village in north Arakan known to theshais as Vaki.

Lakher

The Lakhers inhabited south-eastern corner ofLtighai Hills district and south of
Haka sub-divisions of the Chin district of Burmaedgraphically, this tribe was located west
of Kolodyne river and south of Blue Mountain. Thakber villages were located in the large
bend of the river. The principal Mara tribal groupsere Tlongsai, Howthai, Zeuhnanh,
Lialai, Sabeu, and Heima. The Shendus covered $woiedl as Lakher tribes. The Lakhers
were surrounded by the Fanais and Lushais in v@shs in the east and north and the
Khumis, Matus and Khyengs in the south. These wéyemnch of the ‘Lai’ tribe of Chin and
spoke a language/dialect which was similar to ‘Lai’

Chakmas

The Chakmas are a distinct tribes localized in gbeth-western part of Mizoram.
This tribe belongs to Eastern group of the Indoakryamily whose dialect is Chakma, It is a
corrupt form of the Bengali language written in rept Burmese-script. Risley, a noted
Census Commissioner classified them in the groughef Mongolian racial types. The
Chakmas emigrated from Arakan and then moved tottagjoing Hill Tracts (now
Bangladesh) in the last quarter of"1@entury.

Among other tribes (whose reference has been readesr) the Hmar, Paite and
Riang figure most on the demographic map of Mizor&he Riangs are mostly in the morth-
west part of Mizoram along the Tripura border, whithe Hmars and the Paite are in the
north-east coener of Mizoram. Similarly, the Par8gwms, and Tlanglau are in the south
and south-eastern part of Mizoram, mostly in thead the Chakma areas.

Thus, different tribes and sub-tribes came dowtiéopresent Mizoram, in successive
waves and settled down in different parts of thespnt Mizoram. (see Map 5). However, the
settle life was disturbed by perpetual fear of ramd inter-tribal feuds. The advent of the
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British rule and the Missionaries activities imgkah a sense of love, value, sacrifice, in their
minds. Even then, inter-tribal raids and feudsraitistop.

The tea plantation in Cachar started in 1855 aitldirwa short period, the southern
part of Cachar bordering the Lushai Hills was cedeby tea plantation. The British took
interest in its expansion on vast commercial lifl@s created a misunderstanding among the
Lushais and they looked at these efforts a stegrnicroach their hunting ground and
eventually usurpation of their territory. The respe of the inhabitants was in the form of
frequent raids and kidnapping.

Thus, since 1842, there had been repeated raidseblushais on the neighbouring
villages in Cachar, Manipur and Sylhet District.dkabari, a Manipur village in Sylhet was
attacked by Lilsuktala, a chief on April 10, 1844which 20 men were killed. The punitive
expedition led by Capt. Blackwood vanquished thdema Again, in 1849, atrocities were
committed by the chief Vompilal at Rupcherra viat6 km. from Silchar and 29 men were
killed. Col Lister took punitive action in Jan. XB3esulting into death of 46 men and
destruction of the village of the chief. In 1860tRangpuia, a chief raided a village in Tripura
and killed 186 men. This led to an expedition bypCd&abon in 1861. Again in January
1862, the Lushaisransacked three villages (Ram I'Butzari, Ram Mohan’s bari and
Chandraipara) in Sylhet which was popularly knownAglampur Massacre. Again, the tea
gardens of Nawarbund, Katlicherra and Alexandrapure attacked in January 1871
resulting in the death of many people. The Brithshthority ralised that mere negotiation
with the Lushais which was going on between thehhissand the British authority would not
serve the purpose, and the commercial interestaofyrBritish planters would suffer.

Hence, it was decided to send a strong punitiye@itionary force to Lushai Hills to
stop raids by the Lushais.
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Lushai Expedition (1871-72)

The first expedition of 1869 failed miserable. §hivas followed by another
expedition in 1871-72. (on July 11, 1871). One nuluadvanced from the north i.e. from
Cachar, the other from Chittagong side. The Cacbhlmn moved onward from Tipaimukh
and overpowered the Lushai Chief, Poiboi and mdeedard to finally reach Champhai,
where a settlement was made with the chief. Acoogigli the Government was given free
access to Lalbura village.

The Chittagong column, following the course of ifati river via Demagiri, moved
upward. On the way, the coloumn stormed upon Lemgund Vantura chief and destroyed
Savunga and Lalngura villages. The aim of the exjpedwas not the annexation of the
Lushai Territory nor retaliation but to strength#re former policy of conciliation. The
Lushais were forced to surrender and recognizestigerior power of the British. The
backbone of the Eastern Lushai Chief was brokes.Wéstern Lushais made friendship with
British and worked as the gateman in Southern kwonThe Kukis of Cachar became
fearless from Poiboi. Trade relation with the Lushaas restored and bazaars were set up by
the British. (Chansil, Bazarghat) etc. Annual Durbithe Lushai chiefs was also arranged.

Lushai Expedition (1888-89)

During the Burmese was (1885-86), the British tpakcautionary measure to prevent
disturbances, likely to occur in the Lushai Hilkccordingly, three officers namely, Lt.
Stewert, Baird and J. Shakespear were deputedveysthe frontiers in the south. In course
of work, Stewart and two other soldier were killeg Hausat, at a place 20 miles from
Rangamati. This enraged the British and compeledntto take punitive action against the
Lushais. Col. Tregear, and Capt. J. Shakespeariweterge of the expedition. The column
moved forward and burnt the village of Hausata anidrt at Lunglei was established. A
durbar was arranged in which Howlongs chiefs exg@@dheir loyalty to the British. But this
brought only a temporary peace. Later, a sectioth@finhabitants reactivated their raids in
the adjacent plain area. This led to another exjpadknown as Chin-Lushai expedition of
1889-90 which was operated from Silchar and Chottag

The main objectives of the expedition were:
)] To punish the tribe which committed depredation the British

Territory.

i) To subjugate the tribe and make them loyal.



i) To explore and open out as yet only partly Yumo country lying
between Chittagong and Burma.

iv) To establish posts in the region as to ensorapdete pacification and
the recognition of the British power.

The expedition moved from Demagiri to Fort Lungleatrol road between the two
places was made and field telegraph lines weredaign (which was extended later into
Haka in Burma). The expedition was successful imghing chiefs who were responsible for
Chengri Valley raid. The Military outposts were sgt at Aizawl and Changsil. Fort tregear
was established and political officer were appalrae Aizawl and Lunglei with a view to
controlling the Lushais.

Thus all the principal tribes of the North and ®oluushai Hills were brought under
control. The Chin-Lushai expedition of 1888-89 baeathe landmark and a turning point in
the history of Lushai Hills. Accordingly, a unit administration was established under the
province of Assam with headquarters as Aizawl. C&8pbwne was appointed political
officer of North Lushai Hills on April 1, 1890. THeouth Lushai Hills was created a separate
district in 1891 with headquarters at Lunglei un@dttagong division of Bengal and was
placed under a political officer. The officers wamstructed not to interfere with the Lushais
in their internal affairs. But they were asked &®f watch on their movements and intention
from outside so that prompt action could be takecase of adverse situation.

Thus the whole drama of British expedition endedcomplete subjugation of the
Lushais, one by one. The chiefs realized that iuldide futile to fight against the British
force which was superior in all respects. The Bhitipolicy of retaliation (burning and
destruction of villages) was recast. The chiefsedrto pay royalty and accepted British
domination. Finally, amalgamation of two units ofin@nistration was made and the
administration of the entire district was broughtder the jurisdiction of the Assam
Government. The Chin Hills Regulation Act of 189&sanimposed which put restriction on
the movement of outsiders in Mizoram. This markezllieginning of stability in the area.

These development thus suggest that the Mizo tyosias acomplex and conflict-
ridden society which was composed of various trigned sub-tribes, prominent among them
being Lusei, (Tables 3&4) Paite, Ralte, Hmar, R&awis) and Lakhers. However, their
geography and environment revealed a remarkabkal@ém with the fundamentals. The
dominating Sailo sub-tribe had capacity to absbddulture of other groups and sub-tribes
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under the persistent external influence. The spdisdribution of the tribes and sub-tribes
gave an indication of the fact that the Sailo grdwad accupied the central position in the
Mizo tribal hierarchy and thereby it was capablepofserving the tradition, similarly and

identity. The entire group has adopted Sailo diadasccommon ligua-franca.

Thus the emographic pattern and nature of so@#dtions in the revelas the
sihnificant impact of the geographical phenomenaal$o highlights the importance of
economic activities in influencing the pattern ofer and intra-group relations among the
inhabitants of the State. These aspects

CHAPTER-II

EVALUTION OF BOUNDARY OF MIZORAM

The evolution of boundaries of Mizoram is one It important aspects that enables
one to understand the intricacies involved in usi@deding the geopolitical viability or
otherwise, of the State. In more tan one way, thentdary making process (definition,
delimination and demarcation) has revealed the nlyidg problems that had to be resolved.
These problems remained dormants as long as tlemiablpower had retained its control
over the sub-continental affairs. With its withdedwthe inherent centrifugal forces with
persistent regularity. The potent discontentmerthexdemarcation of boundaries of the State
was the division of the Kuki-Chin (of which Mizo ®ib-group) group of people between
more than one State.

If one takes recourse to historical process anteqmaof migration, it becomes clear
that the Kuki-Chin group, of which the Mizos arpat, has been variously distributed in the
vast region. Gradual extension of British admiistm and the recognition of territories of
the traditional rulers and areas, such as thatafipur, Cachar and Tripura, gave very little
latitude for any extension of the limits. Moreovtire inhabitants of the present day Mizoram
had territory that was characterized by villagautdigs. Each of these republics, representing
a distinct clan or sub-clan, occupied specific arddese areas were characterized by:

1) Village settlement or homestead lands,
2) Jhum lands, and
3) Hunting grounds.

At the time of boundary delimination, it was thaditional hunting grounds of the
respective villages and population groups and sobgs that were affected.
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In this regard, it may be noted that commercialdgtin the form of establishment of
tea plantations in Cachar closely followed the n@bconsolidation of the region. As many
of the plantations seemingly encroached upon #mfitional hunting grounds, the respective
villages and clans of the Kuki-Chin group retalthby raids and kidnappings. These included
reaction in the form of expeditions that brouglte #ntire Lushai hills under British control.
Once this was achieved, the process of boundamnitiion and demarcations was initiated
so as to safeguard colonial, commercial and sti@iaterests in this part of the frontier of
British empire in India.

Before going into details of boundary formationghe State, it is better to highlight
the salient aspects of conceptual developmentsatkatlevant to the present study.

The major boundary concepts can be identified as:
Natural boundary concepts.

Nationality and boundary concepts.
Imperialism and boundary concepts.
Contractual concept of boundaries.

The Geometric boundary concept.

o o H w N oE

Power-politics boundary concept.

The Natural Boundary Concept

The natural boundary concept is the most commaticable concept of boundary
demarcation since the beginning of the civilizatiGime concept has been highlighted by
Pounds (Norman J.G. Pounds ‘The Origin of the lafeldatural Frontier in Francé&nnals,’
Association of American Geographex&l. 41 pp. 145-57). Accordingly, the natural ceir
of mountains, rivers, forests, and watershed apliegpwhile demarcating the boundary of a
State.

Nationality and Boundary Concepts

As a reaction of the concept of natural boundtrg, concept was propounded. This
is based on the principle of nationality. FitcheGGarman scholar, admitting the notion of
natural law stressed upon the common language @hde which according to him, seemed
higher than that of rivers and mountains (H.J.Dij, Bbystematic Political Geography,
p. 233). In this connection, it would not be outptdce to mention the view of Cobbon that
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national self-determination is inherent in natigsral This principle is mainly responsible for
altering the boundaries of states of Europe affterFirst World War. (Alfred Cobbon (1951)
National Self-Determinatiortniversity of Chicago Press, pp. 5-6)

Imperialism and Boundary Concept

According to this concept, boundary stability sngjrated in a sense that it is an
effort to limit the growth of a living thing. Impialism looks upon world-wide sense of a
space for the sake of exploitation. The State kslyi an organism which develops, in a
natural way.

Ratzel had studied the fromtier or boundary andeolked that the frontier was
peripheric organ of the state and the bearer ofyitsvth, its security, conforming to all
changes of the state organism. (Ratzel, Die Gax®eVanmlichan Wachatums der staatem,
p. 234).

Contractual Concepts of Boundaries

This concepts is based on the theory of statehiiciwa contract is made between the
rules and the ruled. This has been applied to explavide variety of institutions. According
to this concepts, two countries agree on a linefatlolw the line of boundary in their mutual
intercourse.

The Concept of Geometric Boundaries

The simple boundary pattern has been adopteceitv®A, Canada, Australia and in
some other parts of the world. The common usewefrsias boundaries was ignored. It was
adopted for the practical matters of explratiogansportation and cartography. It is virtually
based on geodetic mechanism upon which geomelineal can be drawn as boundary line.

Power-Politics Boundary Concept

This concept has been propounded by Boggs andhidiars The environment in
which Haushofer revolved his boundary conceptssuasharged with political turmoil (S.W.
Boggs, Inter-national Boundaries The defeat of Germany in*1World War brought
humiliation and loss of territory. His boundary cept is summed up in his own words: "A
biological battlefield in the life of the people the realm of power politics, boundary lines
are made as truce line as dictated by the powstaies.” Spykman based his concept of
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boundary on his idea of power (N.J. Spykmamerican Strategy in World Politics Frontier
Security. According to him, boundary is not only a linentlecating legal system but also a
line of contract of territorial power structure. léso pointed out specific boundary at any
given historical period became, then, merely thditipo-geographic expression of the
existing balance of forces at the period.

Holdich and Lyde, renowned geographers, held opirthat boundaries were like
barriers or bouns and the best boundaries (i.setheast likely to be the causes of war) must
be mountains, lakes or deserts, while lines of itodg and latitude are bad boundaries.
Bringham also emphasized the boundary as ‘econeaqpolibrum’. He abserved that the
forces of nationalism created smaller states iropeiwhile economic forces demanded big
states.

Thus, keeping in view the growth and developmédmomcept in boundary studies, it
is clear that as far as Mizoram was concernedyatsidaries showed remarkable parallels to
the natural features. For example, its boundary it its neighbours (national as well as
international) indicates the close adherence tarahtfeatures such as river courses or
mountain ranges. Even within the State, the admnatige divisions like district, sub-division
and the Community Development Blocks indicate réwalale similarity. The internal
features of this was reinforced by the facts gpeised nature of settlement.

British territorial expansion more or less follavehe strategic and commercial
perspective and also the consolidation of empirthénindian sub-continent. In the process,
they came into contact with people and area whierewotally different and subject to local
and regional conditions. The colonial administratdoypassing the traditional arrangements
of territorial units, contemplated on specific bdary agreements with the people, who later
became their subjects. However, boundary deliromatbetween those units assumed
significance not only in politico-economic relat®hut also in inter and intra-relations within
and outside the states. These agreements forrgheifine recognised the limits of the various
people of the region. It also became a recognisibigory with defined action-space that
(subject to the policy direction) either remainedhw or outside the purview of Imperial
development perspectives and priorities. Lategrdfidependence these territorial boundary
transactions either became source of dispute betwkiges or became responsible for the
pattern of development. Thus its analysis alongeligpment of territorial jurisdiction of the
State of Mizoram.
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Relevant Background

The evolution of the boundaries of Mizoram is clgsassociated with the early
migration of the Mizo tribes (see also chapter I1B).the absence of adequate historical
evidence, the early evolution of the boundary hesnbbased on generalisation. The Mizos
migrated from the south-eastern part of Hunan maeviof china and came to the territory of
Burma in the early part of ¥scentury A.D. They lived at Tlangkha, north of Fal&Chin
Hills in Burma). They were the descendants of ThaagFrom him, sprang six lines of
(Thangura) Chiefs — Rokhum, Zadeng, Thangluah,aRaliRivung and Sailo. Being
economically hard pressed, all these chiefs anid fibkowers moved westward in search of
better livelihood and suitable land for agricultufdey were superior and stronger than the
early settlers and hence, they easily drove thathduwest north. These people, who were
driven out in the extreme north, were the old KuKisus, these six lines of Thangura Chief
became the masters of the territory and spread averritory which was not properly
recorded at that time.

It appears from the above observations that theoMettlers spread over the entire
mountainous terrain, east of Tripura Hills. But Htmundary did not follow any geographycal
parameter, and hence, it was vague. No body thoafgmaking final demarcation in this
respect. As matter of fact, the entire region whics inhabited by the Lushais and other
tribes was unadministered and the necessity of dEtan was not thought upon. This was
reinforced by large scale dispersion of Mizo popafa The inter-tribal disputes among
Mizo tribes were common. They were virtually indegent. But the folklores of Mizo speak
of Rajas of the Vai peopla (Vai means outsider,ri@n-Mizo). These Rajas were the feudal
lords of Manipur, Tripura and Rangamati. Thus,gpears that the three feudal areas have
influenced development in the State. The Manipuhdaja’s territorial control extended up
to the northern boundary of Mizoram i.e. Jiribaraaaof Manipur which sheltered the Hmar
tribe. The Tripura Raja extended his control upthe large areas Hill tribes, east of the
Tripura Hills. The Tripura Raj comprised of the ti&i districts of Chittagong, Noakhali,
Tippera, , Cachar, the Garo-Khasi and Jaintia Hilisshai land and Chittagong Hill Tracts.
In Pemberton’s report, it is shown that all tha haiscountries, situated south of Cachar
belonged to the Tripura Raj. He stated that thepeddent Tripura territories extended upto
Tipaimukh. It appears, however, that the links weoenparatively weak. The following
statement quoted from Reid makes the point clear.

From the report of Pemberton, it appears that ttshai country east of Tripura rulers
but Mackenzie observed that Tripura’s authorityrote Lushai had never been settled or
was absolute. The Lushai acknowledged no allegitmtiee Raja of Tripura, is certain.

The Mizo had no connection with the Ahoms who dubessam from the first quarter
of 13" century to the beginning of second quarter df tntury through Ahoms had vast
contact with the Hills areas of Assam (Map 10). Buty had close contact with tribes living
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in the Chin Hills of Burma because, it was the sgmece from where the Mizos had
migrated to the present territory. The Mizos hadpeaceful and cordial relation with the
neighbouring areas of Cachar, Sylhet, Tipperahtt&jong and Manipur.

It was evident that beyond Tipperah (Tripura), Raga had no absolutely power over
these migratory tribes. The then Government of Bemgnsidered the raiders to live in
territory controlled nominally by the Raja of Tippé, and did not pay any revenue but only
present of elephant’s tusks and other commodifies. Kachubari raid of 1844 forced the
British to seriously consider the security of thatiBh frontier. Thus, the Government of
Bengal asked the Raja of Tripura to return to Kalohu captives, and to produce the culprits
before the British authorities at Sylhlet. From thié evidences, the Government of Bengal
concluded the de facto independent status of theoPand Kuki areas as well as about the
loose hold of the Raja of Tripura on the PytoodsibThus, the misconception of the British
administrators regarding the control of Maharajalopperah over the tribals of the eastern
part including the Lushai Hills was cleared. Thegcided to tackle the situation
independently.

So long as the Lushais were calm and quite witier natural surroundings and were
leading an independent life, the British administra were least bothered but the frequent
raids and atrocities on the British subjects intBern plains of Cachar and Sylhlet compelled
the administrators to contemplate on controlling sfiuation.

The commercial tea-plantation suffered a majdoast due to frequent Lushai raids.
Thus, the expedition of 1871 induced the Britishhatity to demarcation was vague and
imaginary. The successive development of the baieslbetween the Lushai Hills and the
British India is systematically described below.

From 1847 onwards, raids were carried out repgatedthe Lushais on villages in
Cachar, Manipur and Sylhlet area. Prior to suctstaihe southern frontier in Cachar was
vague. The British authority realised the necessitypoundary delimitation between the
British territory and the Lushai country. Edgare tthen Deputy Commissioner of Cachar,
managed to reach an agreement with a powerful LuSheef Sukpilal and a ‘Sand’ was
signed on January, 14, 1871 in a village calledcRangkai, down Sonai Valley which is the
landmark in the history of British rule in the LastHills. The boundary line according top
this Sanad was as follows.

In order to observe the sanctify of the boundaing leader of the survey party
suggested a new boundary between Cachar and LbdlsaiThe Government of Assam
strictly adhered to the boundary settled in 187d4opening on the matter was considered to
be politically risky because any alteration of tBanad’ would lead to misunderstanding and
suspicion of the Chiefs.
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Boundary Settlement after the Expedition

Before the Lushai expedition of 1871-72, the toppby of the Lushai country was
unknown to the British. The boundaries in many sagere imaginary or vaguely defined. As
such, the order of Governor-General-in-Council gagen to take a survey party in each
expedition column. These parties made commendatbik. They topographically surveyed
6500 sq. miles of new and difficult country andlefl up the detailed geographical
information in the survey map. They surveyors recmnded the new boundary on the basis
of fresh survey, which were :

1. From the Blue mountain in the latitude of 22° 31td\23° 22’ N, the frontier line
passes through a country which is inhabited byHbe/llong and Syloo Tribes,
who until the last year owed no allegiance to thiédh Government.

2. From Pookling to Cachar, the boundary of Chittagblily Tracts and of the Hill
Tripura traverses a region almost wholly unknown the English. Tanner,
Dy. Superintendent of Revenue Survey, urged toadist¢he former boundary
altogether, for it had never had any existence @mxom papers. Tanner also
proposed the connection of Chittagong Hill TractghwCachar, after the
readjustment of the boundary. Edger also submitbed his memorandum in
connection with boundary that: It was difficult delimit the western boundary of
Sukpilal. He said that he had no influence in thestwof the range on which
Chattachura was situated. The Tripura Raja, butetagtern boundary of the
Tripura Raja’s territory was uncertain. Accordirg Remberton and others, the
independent Tripura territory extend up to Tipaitmukittle earlier than this, the
independent Tripura was redesignated as Hill Tapnd this created a confusion
between all the Hills (as the area between thehs@aichar and Chittagong Hill
Tracts semmed to have been of about the same ticheded in Cachar District).
It was suggested that the watershed that dividesy Cachar (down south). The
Kukis of these places belong chiefly to Darlong &ydoo families. The Darlong
inhabited the area on the south and Pytoo neaGihket.

A well defined boundary line was all the more nseeg for administrative
convenience. Most of the recommendations of thentaty demarcation parties were
accepted by the Government of India. The recomntendarelated to the eastern boundary
of Hill Tripura, boundary between Cachar and theHai Hills, and that between Chittagong
Hill Tracts and Lushai Hills. Defence of the fratiremained the primary consideration in
drawing the boundary.

The notification of 1875 framed under the Sectbof the Bengal Eastern Frontier
Regulation of 1873 sought to demarcate the Luslhiis fontier from the plains of Cachar
(This was to locate the boundary of the police ostset up during the British expedition
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against the Lushai in 1881. The extracts of the hatfications of 1875 and 1933 were
included in the appendices Il and Il separateljese appendices made the points clear.
Under these notifications, the boundary line sthrteom a few miles north of
Jhalnacherrakhal to the top of the range of Hithenediately to the east of the Khal and
culminated in the northern direction to the Barwercha grant. (Map 12)

The boundary line then, traversed in a eastergcton till the Rengti Pahar range,
from the western branch of Rengti Pahar, as féh@source of the Jalinga and then traversed
along Jalinga river to the south-east corner ofSbeacherra grant. The line followed the
eastern boundary of Sonacherra and Noarbund grantdad along a police outpost, then to
Rukni river, and then in a south easterly directiotthe western boundary of the Monierkhal
grant, the boundary line finally trend west andtedo the river Sonai then to Mainadhar and
then following the western grant to the river Barak

Mizoram — Manipur Boundary

Boundaries are most sacrosanct upon which thedufithe nation depends. These
are like a razor’s edge on which are suspendechttern question of war or peace, of life or
death for nations? Ill-defined boundary had always been the causeoeder trouble in the
Lushai Hills (now Mizoram). But before the spedifion of the tribes, it was almost
impossible to complete the task of boundary settlgnand delimitation. The Governor-
General-in-Council, after the Chin-Lushai confeeencecommended the demarcation of
boundaries of the Lushai Hills. Accordingly, the véonment of India set up a Boundary
Commission headed by P.Maxwell and H.W.G.Cole tmateate the boundary between the
Lushai Hills and Maniput? From January 22 to February 9, 1900 the Commisgias
engaged in the field work and made an extensiveegunf the Lushai country adjoining the
Manipur state. The Commission reviewed consideratftemation about the area from the
Chin-Manipur Boundary Commission of 1898. But then@nissioner detected the error of
the earlier Commission relating to the highest paake Lungling Hill. After the completion
of the survey, the Commission submitted the follaywieport on the boundary alignment.

“The boundary commences at the junction of the Tuiixeer with the Barak river, known as
Tipaimukh, there is a revenue survey pillar onléfebank of the Tuivai, about 50 yards to the kout
west of the junction, which marks the trijunctiooiqt of the Manipur State, Cachar and Lushai Hills
district.”?® (Map 13)

Proceeding up the Tuivai round Senvail Hill anddem Babarchang Hills, the
boundary followed the course of the river untitateives its tributary, the Tui-Toi stream,
thence up the Tuitoi stream to one of its sourdea saddle known as Bongkot, where a
boundary pillar has been erected, thence crossintpe east side of this saddle down a
stream, which is one of the sources of the Vang-Muirand continuing down this latter
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Scale - 114 miles.

stream until, it falls into the Tuivai river. Thenagain up the Tuivai river, flowing north of
Chepui Hill, and following the course of this riventil it receives the Tuikesi stream, north
west of Lungleh Hill. Thence up the Tuikui streamits course below boundary pillars of the
Manipur-Chin boundary, situated on a saddle abaut fniles east of Lungleh Hill, where the

Tuivai river is the boundary. The left bank is th@undary of the Lushai Hills and the right
bank that of Manipdr (Appendices I - IlI).
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The Government of India accepted the new bounlii@eybetween the Manipur State
and the Lushai Hills as demarcated by the Maxwelth@ission and this boundary continues
to be valid till date.

Manipur and Lushai Hills (Mizoram) Boundary (Vide N otification of 1933)

As per notification of 1933, the Manipur boundarithvMizoram begins from the
trijunction of Lushai Hills, Cachar district of Ams1, and Manipur State. From here, Rundung
river follows the downward stream of Barak, andchess to a place near Tipaimukh where
the river Tuivai from Mizoram side meets. From Tipakh, the junction point of the Tuivai
and Barak river, the boundary line follows midsineaf Tuivai river up to the confluence of
Tuitoi line with Tuivai and then moving upward atpthe source of Tuitoilui, the line crosses
the saddle Bangkot and then moves along the Vangvwsouthward, till it meets Tuivai and
moving the midstream of Tuivai in upstream sides thoundary line meets Tuisa river
(Appendix 111).

This boundary demarcation was virtually on the esdme as recommended by the
Commission headed by P.Maxwell and H.W.G.Cole dedimited the boundary between the
Lushai Hills and Manipur as referred earlier in @leapter.

Mizoram — Burma Boundary : Chin — Lushai Hills Boundary

Although the Manipur-Lushai boundary demarcatiors waade no doubt, but the
problem between the Chin Hills and the Lushai gistremained untouched. This was
seriously thought upon. Formerly, the south Lughsirict had close connections with the
Chin Hills administration. Both the Administratiomscepted Tyao river as their boundary.
But the boundarpetween the North Lushai Hills and Chin Hills wasver delimited. The
boundary adjustment between the Chin Hills and ltbhehai Hills became all the more
important after the incorporation of Kaboo ValleyManipur in Burma. With the fall of the
Eastern Lushais in 1982, the Government of Assatmatied the matter in this regard. But the
revolt of Manipur in 1891 as well as law and orgesblems in Chin Hills and Lushai Hills
during the period compelled postponement of thesa®t regarding boundary delimitation.
The Government of India entrusted the task to a nBaty Commission in 1901.
W.C.M.Dundas and A.C.Bateman who were members stdsirthe following report:

The boundary commences at the confluence of thpal'aind Tuisa streams. There is a pillar on the

left bank of Tuisa and 5 yards from the conflueaté&ushai and Chin Hills. The boundary now goes

up the stream of the Tuisa where Tuimang meets dinéction is due north and south, thence, up the

Tuimong to a point, where its tributary, the Bapuiheets it, finally up the Bapuilui to its new soe

below a pillar market on Vai-Khohmun, which is atbe source of the Tyao, the recognised boundary

between the Chin Hills and the Lushai Hills digtric
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The readjustment of the boundary in 1901 compl#techitherto incomplete tasks of
the Government. This boundary is now the recognistainational boundary between India
and Burma.

Eastern Boundary of Mizoram (S to N)

The river Wabling moving towards east joins Kheisiteam; the Kheimu stream to
its source on the Kahria or Kwahria (Khasis) Klatiggnce south along the crest of the
Kahria or (Kwahriaytlang) to the source of the Ragy which joins Boinu (Koladyn) river;
thence down the midstream of the Boinu (Kaladarerrio its junction with the Tyao; thence
the midstream of the Tyao to its source on the Mikang; thence down the midstream of the
Tuimang to its junction with the Tuisa; down thedstream of the Tuisa to its junction with
Tuivai river to its junction with the VangvumlIui* This completes the eastern boundary of
Mizoram (between Mizoram and Burma).

Mizoram — Assam (Cachar) Boundary

Cachar (Assam) Lushai Hills Boundary Adjustmefitter the demarcation of the
Chin Hills and Lushai Hills boundary, the task @lichitation was almost completed except
for the rectification of the boundary between theecikar district and Lushai Hills district. The
matter was brought to the notice of the Governmehtindia by Fuller, the Chief
Commissioner of Assam, in 1903. He informed that@achar-Lushai Hills boundary which
was given in the Chief Commissioner’s notification June 24, 1875, though somewhat
vague in its terms, was formally sufficient for gtiaal purposes. Since the pacification, the
Lushais had been moving northward towards the plairCachar.

Frequent questions regarding the boundary hadecomestly arisen, especially in
connection with the felling of timber along thefdrent rivers which cross it. The settlement
of land near the boundary had been delayed becdlse uncertainty as to the land to which
it belonged. This caused inconvenience to the dparaf land settlement undertaken by
Shakespear in 1898-99. The Chief Commissioner adedca revision and a more scientific
demarcation of the boundary. He proposed to tramsfeact which geographically belonged
to the Lushai Hills and which contained some Lustanlets? Fuller pointed out that this
tract was a resort for the Lushais who were dissatetd with their Chiefs and who escaped
from the control of the Superintendent of the LudHi#is. This tract was traversed by the
road form Silchar to Aizawl, the maintenance of evhiwas exceedingly difficult for the
Silchar authorities, whereas under the Lushai systeadministration, it was comparatively
easier. Part of the tract that was included inrédserved forest was known as Inner Line
Reserve. Thus, the control of the Forest Departmendd not be affected by the shifting of
the forest lands from Cachar to the Lushai Hi(lslap 14)
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The southern boundary of Cachar since the tim&adar’s treaty with Sukpilal
(1870) had been more or less based on politicaiderations than on geography. The Chief
Commissioner proposed the connection of the vaguéiern line of the Cachar boundary.
Two alternative lines were suggested. One to thehnounning from the west of the
Chattachura or Sidheswar-Sirispur Range down theg8urra stream to its junction with
the Dhaleswari rivers; the other to the south rmgrfrom the east of the same range and
down a tributary of the Pakwa stream where it joiresDhaleswarf’

Fuller pointed out that the northern line woulalexle from Cachar district some land
suitable for rice cultivation, so he preferred fmthern line. He further, submitted that the
boundary adjustment did not merely, involve a tlanand tract of land from Cachar to
Lushai Hills but it also involved two smaller butiditional tracts from Lushai Hills to be
transferred to Cachar (Map 14). The proposed teainsight lead to some legal difficulties
and problems because they affected the jurisdiatibthe Calcutta High Court. Both the
Governments of Assam and the Centre came to theusion that the readjustment of the
Cachar-Lushai Hills boundary was necessary, bunthm obstacle in this respect emerged
from the Indian High Courts Act, 1865. Later, thev@rnor — General agreed to the transfers
in the greater political and strategical interediscordingly, the Governor General-in-
Council approved the proposal of the Chief Comroissi of Assam and sanctioned the
transfer of tract of land from Cachar to Lushail$idnd two smaller tracts from the latter to
the former?®

Normally, local, national or international bounigarare modified by the geographical
environment, economic consideration and politica@spure. In Mizoram, the geographical
factors (like rivers and mountains) got priorityeovhe other two. Economic considerations
were never thought seriously. However, the Briislministrators sometimes, considered the
strategic importance of the eastern frontiers afidn besides her colonial interest and
prosperous tea industry in Cachar. The detailedrge®n of the boundary of Mizoram bears
testimony to the fact that the political elememiisg not geographical, played a decisive role
in demarcation of the boundary.

Delimitation of the boundary of Mizoram (earlienghai Hills district) was modified
subsequently, as per Government notification 19§ éndix IIl). Accordingly, the present
boundary stands as follow?s.

Northern Boundary (Cachar) and Mizoram (Earlier Lus hai Hills) — (From W to E)

The northern boundary begins from the trijunctiannp of the districts Sylhet (Old
Assam), and Tripura East situated on the Lungeeérrimearly 1km south-west of the
confluence of Medilicherra with Longai river. (Md). From this point, the boundary line
runs in eastern direction along the ChhattachurgedChhattachura peak 2071 ft.) and then



- 25-

following the tributaries of the Pakwa (Teirei) eivi.e. Tlaksihlui, Seveilui, and Kutkuttilui
to the downstream point where the river joins tHeahg (Dhaleswari) river, and after
crossing the river the line follows upstream of Balaichura up to its source and then crosses
the Bhairabi range. From here, the boundary liers downstream of Hmarluangpui till its
confluence with Baruncherra and then moves alomegntiidstream of Baruncherra till its
junction with Chhimiuanglui. It then, runs waterdhend follows the downstream of Dholai
river upto the trijunction point (where the boundasf Hailakandi-Silchar Sadar Sub-
Division and Lushai Hills district meet).

From this trijunction point, the boundary linerds in south-eastern direction to a
point where Rukni river receives Teidului and tHeflows the upstream of latter till its
source and then, crosses Bongkong rang. It thes,the downstream of Bagkhal (or Tuishan
[ui) till its confluence with Suanglawn lui, thehet downstream of Suanglawn lui till it meets
Tuirial (Sonai) river. The line then, follows theidatream of Tuirial river upto its junction
with Teivangnek stream, then, it follows a smadider to Teivang Mazlkhangtlang lui. After
crossing the range it moves, again along the nadstrof Lungkhulh, a tributary of Rundung
lui, and then, follows midstream of this lui til meets Barak river. (Rundung lui is the
meeting point of Assam, Manipur and Mizorarit).

Western Boundary of Mizoram (Between Tripura — Mizaam: From N to S)

The boundary line drawn after the annexation oflLthehai Hills in 1904 follows the
river route of the Longai Valley which passes tlgioithe Hochil and Jampui ranges and
proceeds upto its source, then across the Dhlagak and then, by the recognised southern
boundary of the Fenny river. (Map 16).

But, again, the boundary between Tripura and tihai Hills (Mizoram) was recast
vide notification N0.2107 AP dated"9March 1933 (Appendix lll). Accordingly, the
boundary line starts from the trijunction of theiplira, Assam (Karimganj) and Mizoram
situated at Longai river which originates from thempuitlang range and flows in northern
direction. The boundary line follows the upstreainthe Longai river and then, its tributary,
Sailutlui to its source Betlingsib peak (height 3G8). The Boundary line then proceeds in
southerly direction reaching to a Hill called BegliPeak (2234ft.) which is the Trijunction
point of Tripura, Mizoram (earlier Lushai Hills) @nBanladesh (earlier Chittagong Hill
Tracts).

Western Boundary of Mizoram(Bangladesh — Mizoram fom North to South)

From the Betling peak (which is the Trijunction poof Mizoram, Bangladesh and
Tripura) the boundary line runs in the southerhediion for 2km. to a tributary of Tuilianpui
river. (Map 16) Following the midstream of the triary to its confluence with Tuilianpui.
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The line goes down the stream of this river tdlgbnfluence with Mar river (which is
the junction point of Aizawl and Lunglei DistrictjMap 15) The boundary line then, runs
westward in a straight line to the source of Harinar and then, down the mid-stream of
Harina river to its confluence with the Karnaphrier. Following the mid-stream of this
river till its confluence with the Thegakhal (Kwrpiver) the lines runs in southerly direction
tiil its junction with two other tributaries abotive miles south —east of the height 2093ft.
and 10km. north-west of Waibung Taung(3083 ft.brirhere, the line proceeds in the south-
easterly direction up to the slope for about 3kntht® Waibung Taung range and then, in
westerly, slutherly and easterly directions redpelyt along the range of Waibung Taung
peak about 3083ft. and then, in southerly directmrKeakradong which is the trijunction
point of Chittagong Hill Tracts, Mizoram and No/inakan district (Burma).

Southern Boundary of Mizoram: Mizoram — Burma: (West to East)

The boundary line starts from the trijunction pomtt Keokradong where India,
Bangladesh and Burma meet. (Map 17). The boundaeythen moves to the Rengtlang,
thence, to the source of a small stream VarungliMikchanung till its confluence with
Kolachaung (Sakullui) originating from the north tine side of Dumzaotlang. From here, the
line follows the midstream of Sakullui to the Nodhthe Khawtlang or Zyucha stream and
then along the midstream of this river to its seytbe Samaug or Kwiman range. From here,
the line goes southward along stream (west Kunaarg then southward till its joins the
Kolodyne (Chhimtuipui river) then straight acrobs Kolodyne river, and then, upstream of
the east Kumarilui (This river joins the Kolodyrrerh the opposite direction) to the mouth of
Khugza or Kwiman stream (also East Kumari) to d@srse in the Kaisitlang. From here, the
line moves southward to the source of Rale or Shiwaltream and then, downstream of the
same river to the junction with Sulla and its juoctwith the Kaikhen or Khinkon stream
then, upto midstream of the Kaikhen to the soufdeamalui, then down the midstream of the
Paralui to its junction with the Tishi Tuisi or Miang and Wablung. This completes the
external boundary of Mizoram with Burma in the eastl south, Manipur and Assam in the
north and Tripura and Bangladesh in the west.

CHAPTER - 1ll

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISIONS IN MIZORAM

District Administrative Machinery

Prior to 1891 there was no regular administratetels in the Lushai Hills District. It
began in the year 1891, when the territory wasdeiiin two administrative sub-divisions —
North Lushai Hills under Assam Government and Sdutshai Hills District under Bengal
Government. The tracts known as Rutton Puiya \ekaigcluding Demagiri in the Hill Tracts
of Chittagong was also included within the Soutlsthai Hills and was placed under the



- 28-

LI-dVIN .
. . W Y N q
"o y1| - eTe0g ?fw.
\ 4
-Hl c-
_\.// n@ v
3 ", i Buvyfumy
{ A g
_ - ” B!
W . ,_ L @
|

v 5 Bumyeiqeg

i .Sue\ "y

T a
; .
_ N v
n B, Bennagey S
: AN
R
1 9
I
3! N
|
¢ £,
— .r.
. @ N g
Adepunog udeunag :
WYHOZIW N




-20-

administration of Bengal Province. This statusdddbr 7 years. In 1898, the Government of
India decided to amalgamate the two sub-divisiobs one.

Chin Lushai Hills conference of 1898 led the amiadgaon of the two sub-divisions
into one and named the Lushai Hills District. Thisstrict was brought under the
administrative jurisdiction of Assam. The Lakheearf the Pawi-Lakher region called as
Lakher Land came within the actual British contBfl years after the occupation of the
Lushai Hills (there were frequent raids by the unamistered villages in the Lakher area on
the administered villages in the southern borderthef Lushai Hills). The Government
decided to annex the territory but it was delayad tb raids and murders that took place in
Lunglei sub-division. The Superintendent thoughdattkhe trouble in the area could be
forestalled only when the unadministered areasdcanél brought fully under the British
control.

Baw Conference January 1922

A meeting was held between district officers of lhaisHills, Chill Hills and Arakan
District at Village called Baw on determinationtbe boundary. Accordingly, the villages of
the independent area were divided among the thigects. It was, however, felt that
because of lack of communication facilities in #rea, the full benefits of the settlement
would not be obtained until the proposed road fréuipang to the Kolodyne river was
completed. Although the villages were taken overthy respective district authorities, no
immediate arrangements were made for administraiiot924. The formal inclusion of the
area under British territory took place in 1931 whiey notification, the Zolngling area south
of Lushai Hills (which was formerly an area of pigkal control of the British) was included
in the province of Assam. Subsequently, all theslaamd rules enforced in Lushai Hills
District were extended to this area by the Assame@ument.

Gradually, administration started taking roots iakher land. In 1938, McCall
reported that the Lakhers came under control. ThasB Government later, decided to
define the boundary unilaterally. Thus, the boupddrall the plain districts of Assam with
neighbouring Hill areas inhabited by the tribes evedetermined by an ‘Innerline’
Regulations. This was done through section 2 ofg@eRastern Frontier Regulation of 1873.
This regulation introduced the ‘Innerline’ concepid was applicable on the southern frontier
of the Cachar District. Under the provision of @d@ve section the Government prohibited
all British subjects from going beyond the ‘Innedi without a pass from the Deputy
Commissioner of Cachar.

Circle System

In 1901, an important feature of administration wasoduced in Lushai Hills
District. This was known as circle system. Thisteys was introduced with a view to
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exercising more effective control over the chiefsorder to strengthen the administrative
control over the territory. The whole district wadisided into 18 circles (12 in Aizawl Sub-
division and 6 in Lunglei sub-division). Each cealvas placed under the charge of a circle
interpreter (CI). All orders of the Superintendevere transmitted through the interpreters
and they were held responsible for carrying ouheforders by Chiefs and the people. They
sent fortnightly report of all events occurringtire circle. The interpreters were the channels
of communication between the chief and the peopléhe on hand, and the Superintendent
or the sub-divisional officer on the other. Theclgr system, was, however, abolished
subsequently, because the system undermined therayf the chiefs.

Lushai Hills District to Mizo Hills District

During the pre-independence or in the beginningast-independence period, there
was psychological resentment among the local peoyde the nomenclature of the District
(Lushai Hills) which signified the dominance of arpcular tribe (Lushai) whereas other
tribes like the Pawis, Lakhers, and other smaltdres also have sizeable population.
Accordingly, the nomenclature was changed from lthehai Hills District to Mizo Hills
District in 1954 by the Act of Parliament.

The North — East Areas (Reorganisation) Act of 197

The political map of the entire North-East Regioaswhanged with the passage of
the North-east (Reorganisation) Act, 1971. MizoldHDistrict was upgraded to the union
territory status. The Terrritory , now consiststlafee districts namely, the Aizawl District,
Lunglei District and Chhimtuipui District (compngj the Regional Council of Pawi-Lakher
area). The Headquarters of the new districts wecatéd at Aizawl, Lunglei and Saiha
respectively.

In January 1975, four new sub-divisions in Aizaglktrict viz. Aizawl Sadar,
Mamit(Hg. Mamit), Champhai (Hg. Champhai) and KdagHq.Kolasib); two in Lunglei
district, i.e. Lunglei Sadar and Tlabung (Hg. Demgagand three in Chhimtuipui district i.e.
Sadar (Saiha), Lawngtlai, Chawngte, were creatatt bom administrative and political
considerations. Thus, at present there are theteatls and nine sub-divisions.

Community Development Blocks

Community Development Blocks like in other statesre organized on all India
pattern. In the beginning, there were six C.D.Boak Aizawl Sub-division, i.e. Aizawl,
Kolasib, Mamit, Serchhip, Saitual and Champhai #mee in Lunglei Sub-division i.e.
Lunglei, Lawngtlai, Hnahthial (Table 29).

Gradually, the C.D.Blocks in the tribal areas wewpaverted into Tribal Blocks under
special scheme adopted by the Ministry of Home ifdfan 1956, with an object to determine
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the pattern of development suitable for tribal.liféne object to determine was, to wean away
the tribal people from the practice of shiftingtordtion and to induce them to take to settled
agriculture. Besides, it also aimed to facilitataiblic health, medical facilities,
communication, education and art and cratft.

Detailed of Community Development Blocks in Mizas@ict during third Five Year
Plan are as follows. (Table 29).

Table 29: Details of Community Development Bloak$vizo District
during 3% Five Year Plan

Sl. | Total Total Tribal P.C. of Area of Year of

No | Population Population| Population Tribal Block in | conversion
people to | sq. miles| as tribal

total Dev. Block

population

1. | Aizawl 30758 26,450 86 338 1961-62

2. | Kolasib 22548 21,466 95 1012 1962-63

3. | Pawi-Lakher 30515 30515 100 123( 1962-683

4. | Mamit 16350 16350 100 1187 1963-64

5. | Serchhip 20102 29102 100 194( 1964-65

6. | Lunglei 22473 22334 99 1230

7. | Saitual 20591 20591 100 778 1965-66

8. | Champhai 22915 22915 100 612 1965-66

9. | Hnahthial 15810 15819 100 820 1965-66

Source: Report of the Study Team on Tribal DevelepimProgramme, Assam, Planning
Commission, 1967 op.cit. N.C.Roy, Mizoram : Dynasni¢ Change, p-324.



