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By - MCDF Research Group 
 
I. Introduction: 
 
The Chakma Autonomous District Council in 
Lawngtlai district of Mizoram is the only 
autonomous political set up which the Chakmas 
have in this world. It did not come out of 
naught but it was the outcome of a long political 
movement by Chakmas in Mizoram. It was the 
result of a  mass movement since 1952. 
 
Unfortunately, not all the Chakma inhabited 
areas have been included in the present CADC.  
The Chakmas in two other districts namely 
Lunglei and Mamit although they too partici-
pated in the political demand have been ex-
cluded. Yet, this “limited CADC” is quite signifi-
cant given the fact that the Constitution of In-
dia was amended to pave way for its creation in 
1972. The Chakmas administer this area with a 
large degree of autonomy in executive, legisla-
ture and judiciary. 
 
2. Historical background of Chakma    
areas in Mizoram 
 
Very small section of the Chakmas, let alone 
people of other communities, is aware of the 
fact that the western and southern parts of 
Mizoram historically belonged to the Chakma 
kingdom which extended from “All the hills 
from the Pheni River to the Sangu, and from 
Nizampur Road (Dhaka-Chittagong Road) to 
the hills of the Kuki Raja”. “The hills of the Kuki 
Raja” is most probably referred to the South 
Lushai Hills (now part of Mizoram). The an-
cient trading centre called Demagiri (the name 
itself indicates Chakma settlement) and its sur-
rounding areas were once part of the Chit-
tagong Hill Tracts which is presently in Bangla-
desh but were transferred to the South Lushai 
hills for administrative convenience by the Brit-
ish. 
 
The provincial gazetteer of India Volume V at 
page 413 states that: 
 

"The station of Demagiri is not situated 
within the present area of South Lushai 

Hills. It is topographically within the area of 
Chittagong Hill Tracts. But under Sir Charles 
Elliot's order passed in 1892, it was declared 
that for administration purposes Demagiri 
should be considered a part and parcel of South 
Lushai Hills.” 

 
On 1st April 1898, Demagiri and other villages from CHT 
together with the South Lushai Hills were brought under 
the administration of the Chief Commissioner of Assam. 
As a result, the Chakma Raja “had to forego some of his 
land and subjects, who had been inhabiting beyond the 
river Thega Khal”. [1] 
 
3. The Chakmas’ movement for autonomy 
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 The Untold Story of the CADC 

There is no proper 
written document 
about the story of the 
Chakmas’ political 
struggle for autonomy. 
Several authors have 
written essays about 
Mizoram Chakmas’ 
movement for auton-
omy but these are in 
parts; and no one has 
been able to provide 
the complete picture so 
far. There has been no 
objective analysis ei-
ther. Some writers have 
sought to explain that 
CADC was granted to 
the Chakmas by Indian 
government to score a 
moral high ground be-
fore the international 
community with regard 
to the Chakmas to 
whom Pakistan was 
massacring in the Chit-
tagong Hill Tracts. 
Some others still be-
lieved that the Chak-
mas got an Autono-
mous District Council 
of their own by sheer 
luck! 
 
 

The map of CADC 
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The facts are however on the contrary. The first po-
litical delegation was made by the Chakmas to Shil-
long demanding Chakma Regional Council way back 
in 1952. This proves that the Chakma community 
leaders were politically conscious. The first delega-
tion to Shillong, the then capital of Assam, was led 
by Kristo Mohan Chakma, and the other member 
was Gura Nitai Chakma. They met Assam Chief 
Minister Bishnu Ram Medhi in Shillong, which was 
then under Assam in 1952. That was when Mizo Dis-
trict Council (1952) and the Pawi-Lakher Regional 
Council (1953) were being created. Subsequently, 
three other delegations to Shillong were made by 
Kristo Mohan Chakma who was accompanied by 
Hari Kristo Chakma, Satya Priya Dewan and Banes-
war Chakma in the second, third and fourth delega-
tion respectively. They demanded Chakma Regional 
Council with headquarters at Demagiri. 
 
It must be mentioned here that it was not easy in 
1950s to travel to Shillong as even today there is no 
proper communication facilities from the Chakma 
areas in Mizoram. Therefore, the pain they endured 
and their insurmountable determination can be eas-
ily imagined. 
 
However, the Chakmas failed to get a Regional 
Council of their own. They were included in the 
Pawi-Lakher Regional Council (PLRC) which was 
constituted on 23 April 1953 to safeguard the inter-
ests of Pawi (now Lai), Lakher (now Mara) as well as 
the Chakma minorities.[2] The numerical strength 
of the Chakmas was evident as in the very first elec-
tion held to the PLRC in 1953, two Chakma mem-
bers were elected. And, to give due recognition to 
the Chakma community, one Chakma was nomi-
nated to the Mizo District Council to represent the 
Chakmas. [3] 
 
The PLRC could not function from day one. The 
main reason was that there was no common lan-
guage among the three tribal communities namely 
Chakma, Mara and Lai which they could under-
stand. The first meeting was reportedly held without 
understanding each other’s language. Mizo was used 
as official language but Chakmas and Maras could 
hardly understand anything, and ultimately in 1958 
the Maras decided to boycott the Regional Council’s 
meetings.[4] 
 
The Chakmas too were not happy with a joint Re-
gional Council. Moreover that did not include most 
of the areas historically inhabited by the Chakmas in 
Mizoram. The Chakmas made their first demand for 
the Chakma Autonomous District Council in 1967. 

The demand of the Chakmas included the Chakma 
inhabited territory from Tuipuibari (Amsury) in the 
North to Parva in the south. A four member delega-
tion led by Kristo Mohan Chakma, President, De-
magiri Block Congress Committee (DBCC), met then 
Union Home Minister YB Chavan in Guwahati, As-
sam on 21 May 1967 and submitted a memorandum 
demanding Chakma Autonomous District Council. 
The other members were Hari Kristo Chakma, Vice 
President of DBCC, Baneswar Chakma, General Sec-
retary of DBCC and Jina Ratan Chakma, President, 
Demagiri Buddhist Association. 
 
On 12 September 1971, a meeting was convened by 
the Central government wherein it was made known 
that the Mizo District Council would be abolished to 
form three Regional Councils each for Mizos, Lak-
hers (Mara) and Pawis (Lai). The Chakmas firmly 
declined to be under either the Pawis or the Lak-
hers.[5]  
 
In November-December 1971, Kristo Mohan 
Chakma, President, Demagiri Block Congress Com-
mittee and Hari Kristo Chakma, Vice President of 
Demagiri Block Congress Committee and Member, 
Mizo District Council submitted a petition to Prime 
Minister Indira Gandhi making a case for an 
Autonomous District Council for Chakmas. 
 
The memorandum stated – 
 

“ While we welcome the decision of Govern-
ment of India to constitute Mizo Hills into a 
Union Territory, we feel very strongly that 
along with the making of Mizo Hills a Union 
Territory, there should be a separate Dis-
trict Council consisting the areas inhabited 
by 31,000 Chakmas on the western side of 
Mizo Hills…..In order to protect their inter-
ests, language, culture, and tradition, it is in 
the interest of the nation and security of the 
country that the Chakma District Council 
should be constituted.”  

 
Importantly, the memorandum demanded that “The 
preponderantly Chakma-inhabited western Mizo 
Hills from Tuipuibari in the north to Parva in the 
south and including Silchari, Marpara, Punkhai, De-
magiri, Tuichang Ghat, Lungsen, Barapansuri, 
Chawngte, Jarulsari, Vasitlong, New Jaganasuri, etc 
should form the territorial jurisdiction of the 
autonomous district council for the Chakmas. This 
area should also be carved out as a separate admin-
istrative district in Mizoram.”  
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By - MCDF Research Group 
 
The government of India is erecting barbed wire fenc-
ing along the India-Bangladesh border, including in 
Mizoram to curb infiltration, smuggling, trans-border 
movement of militants and other anti-national activi-
ties. An independent survey conducted by the Indo-
Bangladesh Border Fencing Affected Families Resettle-
ment Demand Committee (IBBFARDCOM) under the 
chairmanship of MLA Mr Nirupam Chakma found that 
35,438 Chakmas from 5,790 families in 49 villages in 
three districts have been affected. According to Minis-
try of Home Affairs, a total of 158.27 km out of sanc-
tioned 352.33 km in Mizoram at the cost of Rs 691.02 
crores has been completed as of 31 March 2010. The 
victims have been provided compensation but there is 
no word of assurance about their resettlement and re-
habilitation. On 27 September 2010, Mizoram’s Home 
Minister R Lalzirliana stated in the State Assembly that 
over 35,000 people from 45 villages have fallen outside 
the fence and are required to be relocated inside the 
fence. 
 
Mizoram Chakma Development Forum (MCDF) has 
been creating awareness amongst the affected people 
about the consequences of being left outside the border 
fencing – an area often referred to as “no man’s land”. 
Through this newsletter MCDF has consistently 
enlightened the villagers about the stands taken by the 
Mizoram government and the government of India 
with regard to the fencing victims, relevant laws and 
policies existing in India. 
 
Almost half of the Chakma population (2001 census) 
has been affected by the border fencing in Mizoram but 
the Chakmas have failed to put any kind of concerted 
pressure or demand for rehabilitation. There have been 
on and off protests in several villages but there is at all 
no organized effort to secure their right to rehabilita-
tion.  
 
In India, such meek protests won’t work. It is not to 
suggest use of any violent means of protest but the 
movement, once started, must be consistent, regular 
and must be done with some well-planned strategies.  
None of that sort is happening in Mizoram as of now. 
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Border Fencing:  

No Rehabilitation, only 
IAY? 

Many other Chakma leaders worked day and 
right to get Autonomous District Council for the 
Chakmas. Among them, mention must be made 
of Atul Chandra Chakma. 
 
However, the dream of the Chakma leaders was 
never totally fulfilled as far as the Chakma Dis-
trict Council is concerned. As a transitional meas-
ure the Chakma Regional Council was formed on 
2nd April 1972 with the nominated members 
namely Atul Chandra Chakma, Arun Kumar 
Chakma, Gunadhar Chakma, Mayurdhaj 
Chakma, Satya Chakma and Ananda Kumar 
Chakma and its headquarters was at Borapan-
sury. Atul Chandra Chakma was appointed the 
interim Chief Executive Member of Chakma Re-
gional Council.[6] 
 
On 29th April 1972, Chakmas got full-fledged 
Autonomous District Council but it was only 
carved out of the Pawi-Lakher Regional Council. 
As a result, the majority of the Chakma areas re-
mained excluded from the CADC. For 15 days, the 
Chakmas led by Kristo Mohan Chakma refused to 
accept the limited CADC area. Chief Commis-
sioner of Mizoram, S J Das tried to appease the 
Chakma leaders by stating that it was just an ad 
hoc arrangement and assured that their demand 
for inclusion of all the Chakma populated areas 
would be considered later. 
 
But tomorrow never came for the Chakmas of 
Mizoram.  
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