The Ziratia Problem of Tripura

Mahadev Chakravarti

The non-resident cultivating tenants who had agricultural
lands in Tripura but lived in British India (later on Pakistan,
now Bangladesh) were known as the Ziratia tenants. The word
‘Zirat’ came from the Bengali word ‘Zami-Zirat' meaning agri-
cultural land. The Ziratia Problem is a unique problem and
it played an important part in the relations between the Tri-
pura Durbar and the British Indian Authorities and also in
the Indo-Pak relations in the later days. No research is yet
done on this unique problem although we have some files and
unpublished records and documents in the Secretariate Acchives,
Agartala, Government of Trtpura.

In the past, large number of cultivating tenants near the
border on the side of British India owned, possessed and cul-
tivated lands in Tripura and numerous inhabitants of adjoining
Biitish Indian districts earned their livelihood by cutting and
selling forest products of Tripura. There are historical rea-
sons why and how these non-resident cultivating tenants from
the other side of the border of Tripura came and how their
labours had gone a great way in developing the resources of
the State and bringing dense jungles and uncultivated lands
of Tripura under cultivation. “By far the larger portion of
Hill Tippearah”, in the words of W. W. Hunter, “is unculti-
vated jungle....by degrees, however, the land was taken up
under what are now called jangal-abadi leases, the usual condi-
tions of which are as follows:- The land to be rent-free for
a period of from four to ten years, according to the nature
of the jungle ; then to be subject to reant at the rate of 2 or
3 annas per bigha, gradually increasing till it reaches a mode-
rate amount, which does not yet equal the rate paid for ad-
joining lands in Government territory.””! In the jangal-abadi
Bandobasta Order of 1293 T.E., 1302 T.E. we find how the
Maharaja of Tripura gave an open call to the tenants of his
Chakla-Roshanabad Zamindary* in British India to come to
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Tripura to clear the jungles for cuitivation. Infact, the border
arcas of Tripura fall within the ambit of Chakla-Roshanabad
Zamindary (now in Bangladesh) of the Maharaja of Tripura.
Still, there were controversies between the Tripura Adminis-
tration and the British India counterparts regarding the rights
of the Ziratia tenants of Tripura. Let us now quote some

important correspondences (unpublished documents) in this
regard.

“From,

Captain A. C. K. Maunsell,
Secretary to the Resident for the Eastern States.
To
The Chief Minister, Tripura State.

- Dated, Hastings House, Alipore, Calcutta, the 30th
April, 1943,

Sub :- Embargo on the export of Rice from the Tripura
State.
Sir,

The Government of Bengal have written to say that they
have issued orders preventing cultivators living in British India
from exporting the paddy, required for their own support but
grown by them in the State. They have suggested that the
Tripura Government might consider the relaxation of this
embargo under such safeguards as may be considered necessary
so that at least the paddy grown in the State by cultivators
living in British India may be brought out for their own sup-
port. It is thought that a possible solution might be to allow

the export of sufficient paddy only for the consumption of
the cultivator and his family,

I bhave the honour to be,
Sir,

Your most obedient Servant
Sd. A. C. K. Maunsell.’?

In reply to the above letter, the Chief Minister of Tripnj-a

wrote to the Secretary to the Resident for the Eastern States
‘on 11 May, 1943, the following :

“.. the Tripura Government has always been alive to the
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interest of the Jiratia tenants of the State in regard to export
of foodstuff grown by them.

2. I do not know what the source of the information be-
fore the Bengal Government is, but since the letter was add-
ressed to you, in implementing a policy of restriction of export,
in view of the high pricas prevailing, the State has consistently
relaxed such policy by allowing all Jiratia tenants under the
direction of the Divisioaal Officers to export as much paddy
and rice as may be neaded for consumption by their families
residing in British India. Moreover, if facts are investigated
it will be found that the Tripura Government has gone much
beyond this, and has helped the authorities of neighbouring
British Districts by supplying them occasionally with rice to
meet urgent demands.

3. I nced hardly add that the Revenue Minister of the Tripura
Gavernment is always prepared to promptly look into bonafide
cases of grievances of Jiratia tenants, on receipt of representation.’*

It is interesting to read another letter of the Secretary to
the Resident for the Eastern States to the Chief Minister of
Tripura State on 11 December, 1943, in this regard :

the Government of Bengal have written to say that

thoy have reccived a number of representations regarding Or-

der No. 224 dated the 2Ist June 1353 T. E. published in the

Tripura State Gazette dated the 23rd Aswin, 1353 T.E., from

the tenants of H. H. the Maharaja and resident in British India

cultivating lands within the State boundaries. ynder this

Order, paddy sent out of the State is liable to an export tax

of Rs. 15/-. It is not therefore clear whether this Order has

boen issued in cancellation of the contents of your letter re-
ferred to above or not.

The Government of Bengal have also received represen-
tations to the following effect -

(1) No British subjects can reap their aman crops within one mileof
H. M.’s border without clearing all revenues upto the
present year.

(@ No partner-cultivators can reap their crops without paying
Rs. 15/- per maund as taxes, even clearing all revenues.

(3) No British subjects can reap their crops beyond one mile

. without paying Rs. 15/- per maund as taxes.

4 No British subjects can reap their crops without getting
permits even clearing all their revenues.
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(5 All British subjecis are bound to supply 10 seers of paddy
to Maharaja’s grannary.

It is, therefore, requested that if there is no objection
this cffice may kindly be informed of the actmal position to
to enable the Resident to explain the situation to the Govern-
ment of Bengal.”®

Thus during the pre-partition days and also at the time of
the Maharajas of Tripura, the British authorities raised some
points of clarifications from the Tripura Durbar regarding the
real rights of the Ziratia tenants as the Maharaja of Tripura,
with the passage of time, claimed certain amount of revenue
from the Ziratia tenants. But the overall relations between
the Maharaja and the British rulers was not very seriously
affected on the Ziratia question, as the Maharaja virtually sur-
rendered to every British demands. But with the partition of
India and also with the accession of Tripura to the Indian
Union on October 1949, the existing pattern of relation has
materially changed. The natural trade route of Tripura lay
through the British Districts of Sylhet, Tipperah and Noa-
khali. Riverine and railway communications of Tripura passed
through these Districts, whose vital economic connections with
Tripura remained intact for some years inspite of accession of
Tripura to the Indian Union. But due to a number of fac-
tors the Indo-Pak relations became strained very soon and
that necessarily produced adverse effects on the Tripura border
embittering the relations of the people of the two States and
rejndicia.lly affecting the p2aceful and cordial trade and eco-
pomic relations and connections. The Ziratia tenants now
faced new problems.

In the ‘Hindusthan Standard’ of Calcutta dated 25.12.1948,
the following news item was published :- *..Meanwhile, re-
ports about atrocities, extortion, molestation and humiliation
committed by Tripura State Police, spzcially of Sonamura
Police Station, and some miscreants on innocent Pakistan pzople
particularly members of the majority community, continued to
pour into Pakistan. These reports had natural repercussions
in Pakistan also. Retaliatory incidents of same nature are
- frequently occurring near about Pakistan borders and members
of the minority community are the main targets. Police and
miscreants on both sides are reaping a good harvest at the cost
of the innocent passers by of both communities. All traffic
to and from the Tripura State is practically at a standstill.
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Recontly the Tripura State has promulgated an emergency
Order appointing a Military Administrator in the affected area
and has posted military piquets on strategic points. The
Military Administrator has promulgated certain regulations
restrainning movements of State people foreigners for main-
tenance of peace and order. Reports of excesses committed
by the military are also current in Pakistan area. In fact a
state of panic prevails in Pakistan border. The harvest time
is near at hand. On account of prevailing tension and posting
of military Pakistan Cultivators dare not enter State territory
at present to reap paddy grown by them,

It is worthwhile to mention here that the Tripura State
in pursuance of Inter-Dominion Agreement has recently passed
an order limiting the export of paddy from the State to
20 mds. per family subject to the payment of export duty at the
rate of Rs 1-2-3 pies only. Each family unit according to the
said agreement will be treated as consisting of two adults and
three minors. Eight mds. of paddy per adult and* mds. per
minor are to be exported for family consumption. The sur-
plus, if any, is to be disposed of in the State. This order
has practically superseded the last year’s order of allowing ex-
port of entire paddy on payment of export duty. This pew
regulations has seriously affected the inierests of the Pakistan
cultivators as they will have to leave behind a large quantity
of paddy in excess of the prescribed quantity to be disposed
of in the State. The prospect of a very rich harvest is before
them this year. Partly due to the strained relation and partly
due to the restrictive regulation referred to above they are
not in a position to take full benefit of this year’s promising
harvest. If they cannot reap paddy in time, there is every
chance of the crops being damaged and destroyed by wild
m.”

Let us now take note of the correspondences between I. S.
Khan, the District Magistrate, Tippera, Comilla, and R. K.
Ray, the Dewan, Tripura State, Agartala, in 1949 in the Zira-
tia question. In his letter to the Dewan, the District Magi-
strate of Tippera (now Bangladesh) wrote on 22. 8. 1949 :
“The tenants of the Tripura State living in this district have
again approached me to represent their grievances to you, viz.
their difficulties in bringing home their produce, harassment
by petty officials and their illegal levies from these persons.
This is the harvest time, I am sure yon realize that it affords
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plenty of opportunities to the Border patrol parties and petty
custom cfficials. May I request you to consider these diffi-
culties sympathetically and see that they are mitigated as far
as possible. The ingress and egress to and from the State of
these persons who have necessarily to attend to their fields
and crops more frequently now, may be made easier and the
export of permissible quantities of paddy more convenient.”$

In reply to the above letter the Dewan of Tripura obser-
ved (dated 24 August 1949) : “.. I have loeked into the mat-
ter and an afraid my reading of the situation is somewhat
different from what has been represented by the Jiratia tenants.
These people have prayed that they should be permitted to take
out the quote of their crop of paddy without thrashing and
they have alleged that though they ate willing to pay the pre-
scribed export duty, they are unable to do so for want of
adequate customs arrangement for the collection of the sama.

“As regards the first point, viz. permission to export paddy
without thrashing, I am afraid we cannot agree to this request.
If paddy is allowed to be exported before thrashing we will-
not be able to ascertain correctly the quantity of grain actu
ally exported ; in that case the fixing of an exportable quota
or the levy and collection of duties will evidently be imposs-
ible. Such permission will lead to interminable disputes at
every stage and will make the enforcement of our present cus-
toms regulations impossible. This question appears to have
been fully discussed and decided in the Conference held by my
predecessor, Acharya, with the District Officials of Tippera and
Noakhali on the 12th January, 1949.

“As regards the second point, viz. the lack of customs
arrangements for the collection of duties, we have notified 17
Forest Stations as temporary Land Customs Stations exclusi-
vely for purposes of export of paddy, in addition to the 19
permanent Land Customs Stations in the State. This has been
done without any request on the part of the Pakistan Govern-
ment for such action on our part, and I trust you will net
mind my observing that we have not been favoured by similar
reciprocal action on the part of your Government to anywhere
near the same extent. I cannot agree, therefore, that the Jira-
tia tenants are experiencing difficulty in exporting their paddy
for want of customs facilities.

“My reading of the situation is that these Jiratia tenants
would all like to take away as much of their crops grown
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inside the State as possible, disregarding the exportable quota
fixed by agreement between the two Dominions and that they,
would prefer to do so in every case without paying the pre-
scribed customs duties leviable on such export. In their attem-
pts to do so, they naturally lay themselves open to unautho-
rised exections from petty border officials ; the only sure way
of avoiding this trouble would be for them not to try to take
out more paddy than they are permitted to do under the ex-
port quota and to obtain proper export permits from autho-
rised customs officials on payment of the prescribed customs
duties before they set out to transport a consignment of paddy.

“You will, I hope, easily realise that it is obviously use-
less for me to issue any general directions to the subordinate
border officials for giving general relief to the grievances of
the Jiratia tenants. They should be directed to bring indivi-
dual and specific cases of wrongful harassment of local offi-
cials immediately to the notice of the Heads of Departments
concerned, like the police and the customs....

“There is one more point in your D. O. letter under re-
ference which I have to comment upon. We have no restric-
tions on the ingress to and egress from this State against Paki-
stan nationals in general or Jiratia tenants in particular ; it is
therefore, not clear to me what particular action has been
suggested in this matter by the last™ sentence of your letter
under reference.””’

With the introduction of the Visa and Passport system,
the problem of the Ziratia tenants took a new turn. Accor-
ding to an agreement arrived at between the District
Magistrate and the Superintendent of Police, Tripura on
one side and the District Magistrates, Tippera and Noakhali
on the other on 5 December, 1952, the issue of passports and
visas to the Ziratias were entitled to ‘A’ category visas, In
Bast Pakistan the bordering District Magistrates were autho-
rised to issue such visas® But why instead of the Deputy
High Commissioner (as it was practiced in the case of India),
the District Magistrates of the then East Pakistan were given
the power to issue ‘A’ category visas to the Ziratia tenants?
The answer to this question is to be found in a letter of the
Chief Secretary, Government of Tripura, addressed to the
Under Socretary, Ministry of External Affairs, Government of
India, dated 5. 1. 1953.
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"X am directed to refer to your letter No. D. 3835/52/PV.-
I, dated the 26th December, 1952, enclosing copy of a report
published in the Free Press Journal, Bombay, on the 13th
December, 1952 regarding an interim arrangement made for
special certificates for *Ziratia” tenants in Pakistan to enable
them to cross the border in order to harvest their crops on
lands near the border in Tripura, as stated in that report.

“2. In reply I am to say that a temporary arrangement
was made by our District Magistrate with the District Magi-
strates, Tippera (Comilla) and Noakhali on the 4th December,
1952 for a period ending with 15th January, 1953. The arran-
gement provides for the issue of permits by District Magistrates
to those Ziratia tenants, traders, labourers, hired workers and
wood cutters who have applied for Category A visas, to enable
them to ¢ross the Dorder without visas.

“3. The circnmstances under which this Government agroed
to snch a temporary arrangement are as follows. On the ia-
troduction of the passport system for travel between India amd
Pukistan, gpoods of variows kinds worth a few lakhs, Which
were in tramsit thvough Pakistan, were detained at the railway
stathons in Pakistan. These commodities could not be brought
across as the traders could mot go to Pakistan to take delivery
of their comsignments... Moreover, the cuitivaters in Tripwra
faving Jands in East Pukistan and those in Pakistan owniag
lands in Tripura, within a belt of 10 miles, conld net manage
to securc Category A visas to which they were consequently
put to great inconvenience and loss. Considering the difficul-
ties eaused and the loss that could continue to accrue as also
the dislocation of trade, a temporary arrangment was mide
by our District Magistrate on reciptocal basis providing for the
issue of permits by the District Magistrates. But the issue of
permit has been restricted to those who have already applied
for visas.™

Although there was some complicacy regarding the dthy
in the issue of category ‘A’ visas to the Ziratia tenants and
the Pakistan Gevernment lodged aumber of protests against
that® still, the Government of Tripura, on revenile ind
other grounds, were interested on the question of entry of the
Ziratia tenants in Tripura at least in 1954. This is evident
from a letter of R. Ghose, the District Magistrate of Tripura,
to V. Nanjappa, the Chief Commissioner of. Tripura dated
April 20, 1954
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“You are aware of the facts that we have got a good
number of Jiratia tenants who reside in Bast Pakistan and culti-
vate lands in our territory. The season of sowing Adus seeds
has already set in and most of those Jiratia tenants are not
being able to start cultivation as they cannot enter our terri-
tory in absence of Passports and Visas though applied for.
In this connection, I invite your attention to a copy of the
telegraph appended herewith from the District Magistrate, Noa-
khali, East Pgkistan and it appears that a good number of
applications old and new for visas are pending for slow dis-
posal and some are being refused probably for formal defects
as alleged. Due to non-availability of visas in time they will
not be in a position to cultivate the lands as a result of
which a considerable area of cultivated land will remain fallow.
This will make us to loose the qut turns of thos2 lands.

“On the other hand it is apprehended thata portion of
the crops will be smuggled but inspite of that we will get a
big portion of the yield if those Jiratia tenants are allowad to
enter our territory apd cultivate their lands on the strength of
the permits issued by the District Magistrate, Tipperah, Noa-
khali and Deputy Commissioner, Sylhet as was done in the
previous years which, I think you remember.

“Under the circumstances, I progosq as a gesture of good
will that the District Magistrates of the Border Districts in
Bast Pakistan (Noakhali, Tippsrah and Sylhet) may be in-

d, if approved, to issue permits in favour of the bog%-

fide Jiratia temants to enter and cultivate lands as was done in
the provioys years.”!!

Rut inspite of this ‘gesture of good will’ by the Tripura
Admipistation, frequent all_egﬁion; were mad¢ in the Paki-
stapi Press about the enhanced rates of Pormit Tax, Export
Dutiss, Grazing Tax eic., the hgrassments of the Pakistapi
Zirstia tenants at the hands of the officials of the Tripura
Government. To quote the ‘DAWN' of Karachi, dated [4
November, 1956 : .

“Maulgpa Abdul Hamid Khan Bhashani, President, Bast
Ralistan Awami league, has, in a statement, criticised the
Bharsti efficials for creating ‘trouble for the Ziratia tepants
to harvest paddy during Aman crops’.”

. “He sqid : ‘Report of untold sufferipgs of thg Ziratja ten-
apts for their inability to harvest the paddy on the ofher side
of the border with valid passport and visa have begy daily
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pouring in and causing serious anxieties in my mind. Though
the Liaquat-Nehru Pact is still in force, I cannot understand,
why the Indian authorities are creating these troubles at this
harvesting season. The Ziratia tenants were not allowed to
bring their Aus crops. Now if they are to meet with the
same fate about the Aman crops, their miseries will know no
bound.”

Earlier, a few specific complaints were mentioned in a news
item published in the ‘DAWN’ of Karachi of October 8, 1956.
In the words of the ‘DAWN’ : “Mr. Sharifullah Bhuiya, Se-
cretary of the Kamalia Village Welfare Association, has appe-
aled to the Government to devise means tc put an end to the
harassment by Bharati authorities of the tenants of Ziratia
(situated on Balonia border) possessing lands which fall in the
territory of Tripura State (Bharat).

“.. Some 1,251 Pakistani families of the Parashuram
Police station have 4,857 Kanis of land in Siddignagar area
of the Tripura state. Recently the Bharati authorties ordered
them to pay a revenue of Rs.1,000-UPP.”

When such allegations were regularly published in the
Pakistani Press, the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi,
asked explanation from the Chief Secretary, Tripura Admini-
stration, as even the Commonwealth Secretary desired an early
report giving the actual position relating to these allegations.n

Infact, there were pronounced discontont and resentment
among the Ziratias and a number of organisations of the Zir-
atia tenants grew up on the other side of the border ** of
Tripura which even went to the extent of claiming that “All
‘the arable lands of the Hill Tripura State (now within Bharat)
belong to Pakistani Border people”. Thus tension mounted
high and a state of panic prevailed in the border of Tripura.
Tresspass of hundreds of Pakistani Ziratia tenants who forcibly
‘took away mounds of paddy from the thrashmg ground bo-

came the order of the day.

Letusnowtakenoteoftlmam.ngcmemsandtlnposx
tions taken by the Tripura Government since 1947. In fact,
inspite of allegations and tenmsions, the rights of the Ziratia
tenants were not taken away, though they were the cmzans
of another country,

The Maharani Regent under an order of the Regency
Council dated 26 November, 1948 permitted carriage of paddy
by the Ziratia tenants upto the maximum of 28 maunds of
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paddy per family per year. This arrangement was operative
upto January 31, 1949 (vide Minutes of the Conference held
in the residence of the Dewan, Agartala, on 12 January, 1949).
It will be observed that the quantum of Paddy had later been
increased from 28 maunds to 40 maunds per family.

The next stage was when this matter was considered at
the Sth Chief Secretaries’ Conference (Inter-Dominion) held at
Dacca in January, 1949 which relates to the question of Tri-
pura Government considering whether the quantity of 40
maunds per family per year was reasonable. This, in fact, has
no bearing on the Calcutta Agreement of 1948 between the
Pakistan Government and the Government of India.

In the 18th Conference of the Chief Secretaries (Inter-
Dominion) held in November, 1950, the Chief Commissioner
of Tripura quite clearly stated that the previous arrangements
by which paddy was being taken out of Tripura under the
Council of Regency Order which practically expired on 31
January, 1949 and there was no separate agroement for the
revival of this export. At the instance of the Chief Commi-
ssioner, Tripura, the Government of India agreed in June, 1951
to the imposition of a total ban on the export of rice and
paddy by the Ziratia tenants and the East Bengal Government
were infoimed of this position.* Thus tension mounted high
when the age-old rights of the Ziratia tenants were withdrawn.
However, on humanitarian and other grounds, the Government
of India changed its stand very soon. In accordance with
the provisions of the Indo-Pak Trade Agreementof 1955, the
Ziratia tenants, owning or cultivating agricultural lands within
a 10-mile belt of the border of Tripura were allowed, after
the harvest, to take, per family, across the border, 40 maunds
of paddy or the total produce, if less, on a reciprocal basis.
As per the answer of the then Prime-Minister of India in the
Rajya Sabha on 18 February, 1958 ( nstarred Question No.21)
the . number of Bast Pakistani Ziratia tenants cultivating land
in the border area of India was 18,730 and the number of
Indian’ Ziratia tenants cultivating land in the border area of
Bast Pakistan were 889 respectively

Since the late fifties secret intelligence 1eports same to
the Government of Tripura'® that the Bast Pakistani Ziratia
tenants were either coming in large pumbers to Tripura to
constiuct houses on theit lands lying within Tripura for per-
manently settling down as Indian citizens or they were selling



their paddy lands. Questions were raised in the Parliament
on the migration problem and also on the point whether the
byyers of land in Tripura formerly owned by the Bast Paki-
stani Ziratia tenants were denied to get cownership right over
such land even after registration. A new problem emerged.
Dasarath Deb moved a cut motion in the Lok-Sabha in 1957
as the Government of India failed to adopt a definite policy
on land'® owned by Pakistani Ziratia tenants. The Secretary
of the Sonamura Divisional Committee of the All Indis Kisan
Sabha in his long rep-esentation to the Chief Commissionar
of Tripura, dated 24.10.1957 vehemently protested against the
Order of the S.D.O., Sopamura Tripurathat na one whe
had purchased lands of the Ziratia tenants even before fifteen
years or more were allowed to harvest the paddy of such langds
if they could not obain the harvesting pzrmit from their -
spective Tahasil and depositing the paddy of such lands to the
Government godown (as the Ziratia tepants did), after propar
Namzari ( mutation ).'” The AIKS also pointed out how the
Border Quiposts Police were barassing the peasantry, evep
though they were Indian nationals. In the words of the AIKS
“Stuation is really very unhappy, if onc thinks in terms af
the interest of the peasantry particularly the poor peasantry..

We are at a loss to understand why the ownership ofthe
purchasers in question would be challenged when they haye
got rexiswed':ieeds» and why they would be harassed in this
WaY.eooonss”

Thnsalotofcomphcacy was created reqarding the owngy-
ship of lands of Pakistan Ziratia tenants. In fact, the questian
‘of Indiap ownership of lands of the Pakistani. Ziratia tepqnts
still remgined unoresolved in many cases of Tripura, as in gl
old land Ieed in which the word ‘Kotwali’ was mentioned it
was presumed that such lands belonged to the Ziratias. Rg-
garding the official policy about the rights of the Ziratia teg-
ants in the fifties of the present centnry it is better to quote
the letter of the Chiof Secretary, Government of Tripura ad-
dressed to the District Magistrate and Collector, Tripura on
28.10.1957 : “I am desired by the Chief Commissioner to gl
the position very clear to you in this respect. As yoy are no
doubt aware, under the termsof the Agreement betweep the
Govt. of India and the Govt. of Pakistan, the Ziratia tepants
are parnitted to take away to Pakistan the entira produce af
puidy of their lands situated in this Territory or 40 maunds
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thereof, in case such produce exceeds 40 maunds every year.
Since most of the Ziratias had aiready taken away the permis-
sible quantity of paddy from out of their last crop during this
year, they are not being permitted to take away any portion
of their Aus crop. While this is as it should be, it must be
ensured that while they would not be permitted to take any
more paddy across to Pakistan, the District authorities must
not interfere with their discretiocn to dispose of their paddy
within the Territory of Tripura in any way the Ziratia tentants
like. In other words, there should be no compulsion for them
to sell it to any Co-operative Society or any other agency
nominated by you. Of course, since some of these Ziratia
lasds are situated at places where facilities for disposing of the
produce which they camnot carry away te Pakistan umder the
rules do not exist, it would be in order for youn to assist
them in disposing of their paddy provided they ask for such
assistance. 1 am to -request that the correct position in this
regard be brought to the notice of your subordinate officers
immediately, so that there is no unnecessary harassment of
the Ziratia temants.”"

Thus it is evident from the above letter that the official
attitude towards the Ziratia cause was sympathetic. But as
per official records and docwmests, the Indian Ziratias owning
lands in EBast Pakistan were not allowed by the Government
of Palistan to lift into Tripwra the quantity of prodwee. as
agreed to by the Indo-Pak Trade Agreement. Accordisg to
that Agreement the Ziratia tenants residing on' both sides of
the border within a ten miles .belt should continue to be allo-
wad to take across the border within a reasonable time after
the harvest 40 maunds of paddy per family. But the Pakistan
authwrities did not extend this right to the Indian Ziratia
tenants. In a letter to the Under Secretary, O & M Vigilance
Department, Tvipura Admimistration, the D. M. & Coflector
of Tripura pointed out : “Since 1957 the share of Indian owners
is being taken away by the Pakistan Authorities without making
&Ny payment or issning any receipt for thé paddy taken. The

. Borgadars are required to carry the share of the hmdian ewners

%0 the nearest Pakistan Military Camp at their own cost and
Mbowr. There is no special arrangement bf transferring the
twome of Indian Ziretias owning lands in Pakistem '@xcept
water normil Forefgn Bxchange Regpuldfion.
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“In the above circumstances this Administration did not.
extend any special facilities to the Pakistani Ziratias owning
lands in this Territory. They arc required to comply with the
normal Foreign Exchange Regulations. As has been said
above, this Administration is not permitting the Pakistani Zira-
tias to remove their crops from Tripura. The produce is being
purchased by the Administration through the agency of the
Govt. purchasing agents. The sale proceeds of the share of
the produce of the Pakistani Ziratias are being kept deposited
in the Treasury after realising arrears of land revenue, if
any, due form the Ziratias. Detailed account in the name of
individnal Ziratias is maintained.”2?

Thus the old rights of the Ziratia tenants were practically
withdrawn from both the sides with the imposition of some
restrictive measures. But a new problem arose.

With the passing of time, the cases of tresspassing and
the number of incidences of ‘forcible taking away of maunds
of paddy from the thrashing ground’, cases of lifting of crop,
cattle and forest products of Tripura border increased thou-
sand folds and became the order of the day. The disturbances
in the border area of Tripura became chronic.
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