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writ petition 18 baseless and misleading.

I say that the Project rcpﬁﬂ_; has been sanctioned by the Govt. Of
; b

India though not a working plan in the strict sense of the word,

nevertheless is a ]>Izu|.of;;,';:‘§crati0|| duly upprovc:d.’é by the Central

Giovl, ‘Therelore, timber iilﬂ[\'cslillg works in Litlle Andaman has

the approval of the Central Govt. The fact that the regpondent

Corporation has been \';nrking its forests in Little Andaman
based on the project rcpolj approved by the Govl.t Of India as also
has been stated in the affidavit filed on 3.5.1997 by the A&N
Administration in the Hon'’ble Supreme Court of India in
pursuance of the internm order dated 12.12.1996 passed in:
W.P(civil) No.202 of 1995 - P.N. Godavaraman -vs- Union of
India and others. Notwithstanding the facts that {orestry projccts
in Little Andaman has the approval of the Central Government
the Hon’'ble Supreme Court judgement clearly rcéognises that in
cases where there is no working plan, tree felling under the pennit
can be done either by the Forest Dc-parlmcn}}or the Foresl
Corporaton. In other words if the fellings are ;lone under the

Al 3 { -
proper authorisation by the forest department tor the forest

'
corporation. the  forest warking in such cage woulld not amounts
o viviaen of Supreme Count’s interim order.’ ! The relevant

i

pention of the <aid judgement at para 3 reads as under:

“Ihe felling af trees of forests is to remuain suspended excepr in
aceordunce nith the Working Plon of Stete Govt. as approved by the
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