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Complications

Dr Nunglekpam Premi Devi

When, why, what and which;

How, why, When and Where;

Questions after questions, all ask;

Repeat after repeating, again and again;
Doesn’t seem so nice, troubles by troubles;
Sentence by questions; statements by answers;
All ask and all enquired; Blame after blaming;
Seeing doesn’t believing action; Believing isn’t true;
Truth is living lies; Leis are damn truth;

Frauds by frauds activities; Lies by lies engaging;
Sooner than sooner; false engage by false;
Hating is social recognition; words on words;
Gossip on gossip; joy forever lies activating;
People dies and people go, “Egos”;

Burden on Burden; Blame after Blaming;

Its complicating, it’s complicated.

If, why, or and how;

Reason, meaning, sense and is it;

Answers not given by; Reasons not study;

Men on the Blue, Happy and conquering;
Drinking and night time; ‘Rogue’ and ‘attitude’;
Drinking and gossiping; Drinking and smoking;
Drinking and relaxing; what’s in drinking;
Drugs’ a life; Drugs a social phenomenon;
Peoples’ heavy on egos; burden on shoulders;
One after another; one’s decision all correct;
No time given, discussion not available;
People blaming after blaming, just a fashion;
Layer by layers, actions on Frauds activity;
People die a false death; ‘Sins’ are Heaven.

No, yes, why and no;

Don’t, never, ever and when;

Listening’ unrecognized; Bullets and guns;
Guns and handsets’; ‘Bags and baggage’
AFSPA and misplacement’; ‘Rape and Torture;
Women and Judicial enactment’, ‘women and issues’;
Power’s a corruption’, ‘Corruption a practice’;
Crime’s not judgment; Laws’ blinded;
Hesitation’ a social manner;

Me’, ‘me’, ‘me’ and ‘me’ on importance;
Social and politics’; ‘politics and personal’;
Politics and family’, ‘Life and attitudes’;

May be and may not be’; ‘Sure and not sure’;
Older and younger’, ‘youth and tablets’;
Peace’ and ‘voices’, ‘Police and lock ups’;
Complications and pity, surviving and rudeness.

flight at the land of
clouds.

i was flying high in the sky like a bird

pouring all the whitish cloud in the mind.

two wings of mine sail like the seagull
whispering of clouds buffered my zeal.

rainbow and its fresh shine coloured

my soul whilst i marked in the boundless horizon
in search of engraving love.

haltimes@gmail.com.

: - 0385-2452159 (O).
ch the office at Cell
for any purpose.

CriticismAnd Constructive Submission Regardirige
Sudy OnTreatiesAgreement&nd Other Constructive
Arrangements BetweetelesAnd Indigenous Populations

Courtesy Beyon the Horizon between adjacent and competingGovernor General). Howevethe the grant conveyed by this Sanad will
By:-Jiten Yumnam powers in the region and exploitingBritish took no cognizance of this.  depend upon the ready fulfilment by
the good faith of the indigenous82.Another interesting aspect of thesgou and your successors of all orders

CORE March 1999 69. The powers opeoples regarding inviolability of two agreements was that thegiven by the British Government with
the meidingu were controlled by theSOvereignty and the principles ofcompensation for Kubo valley wasregard to the administration of your
requirement for his decisions to b atural justice. paid to Manipur by the British territories, the control of the hill tribes
taken in council with sixty-four heads his i_s the beginning of what “thegoyernment and_not by the $urmesejepenq9nt upon Manipurthe
of clans, the cheirap and ratified by the%peclal Rapporteur_has termed a’h_|§ compensation was paid by theomposition of the armed forc_es oft_he
PongbéTara who represented th#rocess of retrogression. British until 1947 when they left State and any other matters in which
major tribes ’ 5. Usin_g their established base§ iMa}nipurAfte_r the British left, it was the British Government may be
Questions. of justice and peacesub-contlnental India as a launchingpaid to Manipur by the governmentpleased to intervene.” 89. The regent,
negotiations were decided inPad, the East India Company attemptedf Burma63. Several questionsn contradiction of all prevalentnorms
consultation with the cheirap and th(-%o penetrate up to China by graduallyertaining to British obligations to international or indigenous, was not a
paatsha loishang (womercourt). It aking control overtht_e land routes andManipur when its Empire collqpsedManipuri but the British Politi_cal
required sanction by spiritual litualsPa@ssages. One ancient route passeemain unresolved as do questions afgent. He assumed the dual office of
of the maibi and other spiritualth_rough Manipurand one of the treaty obligations of the successoBuperintendent of State as well as
loishang. primary ambitions of the East Indiagovernment of India with Manipur represented British interests67. This is
Support on questions of eCommic(:ompany was to secure ri_ght ofparticularly regarding_Kubovalley cle_arl_y in direct violat@on c_)f all pre-
viability and finance was necessal assage and protection on this rout@3. It seems that the illegal aspects afmstln_g treaty ot_vllgatlons and
from the nupi keithel or womestrading om those who traditionally controlled these treaties and agreements werecognized international law of the
guild that controlled trade buffer it ) fully understood by “free Indigforan  times. .
stocks and indigenous bankingUrthermore, the Company desired tagreement between the success0. However ambiguous the extent of
institutions. There was no standing'€utralize growingava (Burmese) governments of India and Burma wagritish control over affairs of the
amy militaﬂ service being universal elligerence under the instigation ofexecuted in 1954 completely ceding th&lanipuri peoples prior to this event,
conscription in times of need the French against the English settlersubo valley to Burma. Manipur is clearly all acts of the nominal
70. Every village had #own niﬁgthou in Negrais and Pegu. uninformed regarding thesesovereign rule after this were
or laakpa or village council/authority76' The first treaty that Manipur negotiations and decisions. controlled by the British. Where these
which held legitimacy by various entered into with the British, 84. Subsequent internationakre detrimental to the sovereignty of
combinations of inheritance rights an epresented by the East Indisagreements with the British by thethe people or derogate from their
endorsement by the communig! ompany at Chittagong, was inManipur (Manipuri) peoples fall into autonomy self-determination or

- %76258./—“ a time of defeats and the category of “other constructiveselfgovernance, these cannot be seen

p;gluoi:g; Cclzlr?::n:\lljzn;t gllatg;n:tl '@; arassment in th_e hands of tharrangements.”In 1_891, astruggle foas the consensual and informed acts
many of these agencies. urmese at Negrais and Pegu, ththe throne of Manipur between twoof a free peopleAll subsequent
Degcisions also had to be acceptable lﬁloard of the East India Companybrothers, Sur Chandra Singh and Kultreaties, agreements and other
a sufficient majority of the people at ought it favourable to ally Chandra. The faction supporting thearrangements

large. The right to protest, object andhemselves with Manipur (traditional latter gained control of the Kangla orsurrendering these rights partially or
refusé to co-operateinimr;lementatioﬁnem'es of the Burmahs). The nineapital complex whereupon the oustedompletely must therefore be
of decisions perceived as damaging t rticle terms of alliance proposed byparty fled, with the declared intentionperceived as being committed under
the common good or public interesf e legal representative of the Manipuof abdicating according to the Britishcompulsion or duress and therefore
was well acknowledged andmeidingu were settled and signed opolitical agent. This decision hecompromised in law -
highhandedness by authoritiesu S_eptember 1762.77. By this treat;subseque_ntly reversed and appealé@i. Under such condm_ons, alreagjy
historically led to revolt and of alliance, the ‘Honourable Company'to the British for support. weakened by years of ruinous conflict
replacement by a more acceptabl@greed to prc_)vide British soldiers_ aSS. While _recogr_ﬂzing the_ newly with the Burmese a_nd i_ntemecine
contender for the office55. 71. WhileMercenariesin the service of Manipuinstalled chief as king of Manipuhe  struggles for the chieftainship, the
the meidingu was the representativ or which they would be paid Chief Commissioneréissam (aBritish Manipuri's were obviously not in
guardian of the territories of Manipur andsomelyThe soldiers would be Indian province) attempted to removecondition to wage another war for full
this guardianship did not encompas sed to thwa_\l_‘t . Fhe person whom they idgntiﬁed a_\_stheesto_ration of sovereignty as
ownership in the feudal or the moder urmese militancy and designs orinstigator of the coup, Tikendrajit, aperceived by themselves. Howeer
sense of the term. His primary anipurandthg British. Ma_mipurhadminister and the brother of Kulaon-going . series_ of ar_med
allegiance and duty was to safeguargmher to provide the B_rmsh 8,00_OChandra, forar_1 attack onan aIIyoftheonfronta_tlons with the Bntlsh
territorial boundaries from aggressio ubits of land free of rent, in perpetuityBritish, according to the terms of thecontinued in order to secure piecemeal
and encroachment clearly identifiabl or the building of a “Factory and treaty of 1762. Manipur perceived thisetention of elements of self-
by indigenous peoples as alien. Lan ort.” 78. On 11 September 1763, thas a direct and illegal interference in itsletermination and self-governance.
use was communal and owned by th uccessor meidingu of Manipurinternal affairs, and suspicious ofSignificant among these is the two
village and clans comprising a village GOUrSai: ratified the treaty by hisBritish motives against Tikendrajit, the“nupi-lan” or womens wars entered
Allland in the Manipur territory was declaration ofconfirma_lt_ion wit_h certainentire Br_itish representation wasintoand foug_ht by women in 1904 and
inalienable from clan and Vi”ageproposalssa The British unilaterallyexecutedin 1891. 1935. The immediate cause was
ownership. Use and harvesting rightgmke of_f contacts and negot|at|on_sS6.TheAngIo—Manlpl_Jr war of 1891 |nterfergnce |_n_|nte|fna| affal!'_s of t_he
whether hunting, fishing, gathering ut continued to implement certainensued, the propriety of BritishManipuri administration, specifically in
homestead buildihg or agyriculture Wa’é)rovisions of the 1762 treatwhich  engagement in it being hotly debatethe economyan area traditionally
determined by traditional norms of /&' advantageous or convenient tm British Parliament64. It was clear controlled by womes'institutions.
sharing and distribution. Bi o-diversethemjg' On 24 February 1826, the Eastven to the British, that unwarranted2. Two simultaneous processes had
reserves were protected by spiritu india Company signed a treaty withinterference in Manipts internal - been building up in Manipur since the
and religious taboo and communi he King ofAva (Burma), known as affairs had occurred and that howeveearly 1930s. On the one hand the
regulation theTreaty ofyandaboo60The treaty extreme the consequences of it, thBritish, having considered and
An examination of treaties agreemen eferred to Manipur as non-signatonBritish had little moral justification for eventually abandoned, a federation of
and other constructive a‘rrangemen ird party InArticle 2 of this treaty  engaging in retaliatory action in thethe Khasi hills, Manipur and the tribal
between the British, India and Manipuf 1€ signatories acknowledged theategory of warln line with this, areas contiguous to these68, the
72 Recognitiony of indigenoussovere_ig_n status of ‘M»unnipore’,following theAngIo-ManipurWar of Maharaja of Manipur ruled u_nt_ierthe
go(/ernance systems and authoriti€c0Inizing Gambhir Singh as thel891 and the question of the signed between the Dominion or
has invariably been faulty and selectivi ajah’. Howevgrthis tre_aty with t_hc_a annexation of _Man_ipurthg British  Union of India and thg indigenous
on the part of British and Indian urmesewas_5|gned V\_nthoutadwsmg")ueen_Empress_ctorlareframedfrqm peop_les/natlpn o_f Manipur must be
colonizers. The primary motivation forManlpuras stipulated in the treaty ofanne_x!ng Manlpur to “Her Indian con5|dereq |nva||d_ by a!l pr_evalent
this is a determination to serve thei 8 ] e Dominions”. “Natlvg rqle" returned_ to norms of international ]LIS_IICe and
own interests at whatever cost to th 0.0n 1&pn|1833, GambhlrS_lngh the truncated terrltor[(-)_s of Manlpurcust(_)mary Iawv and according to the
colonized. There have also been §ntered into an agreement with theinder “such conditions as theprovisions ofrticles 49 and 52 of the
rather large number of genuinely blinugm'shﬁl‘. The treaty was made oveGovernor_GeneraIv(ofIndla) in CouncﬂVlenn_a Convention on the Law_ of
spots due to the over whelming feudal erta|_n_ disputed territories betweermay conS|der_ giesnrable”, and Manipuf regtles (1969). Recommendatlgns
hegemonic, monopolistic and® British and Manipur while exactingbecame a British protectorate 87. Theertinent to such cases, not described
patriarchal characteristics of Europea’@"nY. unequal and unfavourableprotectorate status was a nominah the study as a whole and therefore
and Indian political culture which areconditions from Manipur particularly return of sovereignfywhile in fact, absent from the conclusions and
fundamentally in contradiction to thesurrenderofterritoriesto thdestand  putting in place mechanism_s forrecommendation'_s of this stud_y must
indigenous norms South. B complet_e_ control_quanlp(safalrs. be develop_ed W|t_h p_artlcnpanon of
73. Treaties signed between Europea?‘ll' On 1 January 1834, the BritisiThe British PoliticalAgency was representatives of indigenous peoples
charter companies and coloniap'9ned an agreement with the Burmeseesumed but alimited monarchy withaand ~ included. ~ 143. ~ The
governments and the indigenou‘egardlngthe‘Kubq‘Kabaw)vaIIey darbar (court of ministers andrecommendations must include
peoples of this region, including the hen within the territory of Manipur representatives) after the pattern afeference to the need for just and
peoples of Manipl’Jr must_beWhich clearly infringes on the Indian and British contemporary feudakeffective international platforms for
understood in this context sovereignty of the Manipur nation andgovernance was instituted with thenegotiation and arbitration.
Indigenous peoples of the ;egion havRrovisions of existing treaty PoliticalAgent in efective controland Recognition must be given to the fact
a long history of treaty making with Obligations with an ally62. The British authority In order to placate the peoplethat it has been so farocesses and
other indigenous peoples and nation@dreed @ hand over this territory and at the same time ensure Britispressures ~ of  international
of the region and nearby powetd withput_ consul_tation_ with the control ofth_e rule,_avery young childorganisationssu_ch as tljeNorking
these treaties accept “thdvianipuris. Following this agreement,from a family sufficiently connected Group of the United Nations that are
unquestionable and inalienabl ritish officers as Commissionersto the ruling clan but not in direct linecontributing efectively, intrinsically
sovereignty of the treaty parties illegally representing Manipuraswell  of succession to the meidingu-shimnd sometimes solelyto the
74. From the mid-18th cen'turyas the British “Supreme Governmentwas appointed as “rajah” through aecognition and restoration of
onwards, the British, represented firs igned_aAgreementon25January1834’sanad (afiat of grant used by the theimdigenous peoples’ rights and
by the East India Cémpart}nd later DY which the “Supreme Govemnment'Government of India). fundamental freedoms.

by the British Government of India, agreed to pay a monthly compensatioi8. The grant of the sanad to the infart44.  The  conclusions and
entered into a number of treaties (') ounting to five hundred sicca Rupeemcumbent, selected by the Britishrecommendations of the study
alliance and agreements with th 0 Manipur The people of the Kubo clearly spelt out the terms accordingherefore, need to be consistent with
nation of Manipur as a “sovereign valley strongly objected to this surrendeto which the Manipur nation would all findings as well as lacunae
Asiatic power’56. Needless to sayoﬁht_eirIandstc_)t]”nga Burmese, submitinde permitted to maintain itsacknowledged by the Special
these treaties were grossly unequaff‘ written apphca_mon tthe aqt_hormes sovereigntyThe foyrth paragraph of Rapporteur

capitalizing on the historical conflicts of Burma, Manipur and British India the sanad states: “the permanence of Tobeconted...




