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Therefore, the lambmt lhanesimg blelg caqxed ous in- Little

Loy
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f’\nd aman is nenhu- arburan’ nor faul:v and ml,hef is based upon
! it
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techmcal and | sciemific. consideration and:assessmcnls. ‘The

petitioners hau. alleged that the project rcpott was based on

- ineorgt «mua{u,s rmd \krong csummcfa whmh’:s far from truth.

, : i,l'

The. estitnales and :lal;strcs used in ioninulaung the pro_]ect report
: N
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by the rvspondn.nl Coaporamm in the 1976 wer? amved at by the

.i ‘ | l 'u

two agencies mdependu;ll) Firstly the Wokmg plan Division of |

llu, Audaman Forest I)z.pamncnt undmook lorcwt inventory of
Little Andaman_and ‘arrived at the- yield estimale-_from' Little
Andaman on per hectare basis.  Secondly, ﬂ:e pre-investment

survey of forest resources, a (:Ol Orgzuusauon carried out Ion.st

i u

mventory .dqri_ng_ me year 1976 and brought out

- estimates statistics - ol foresl resources ap}zilublc -in . Little
e i

Andaman. The respapdent: Cor;mmliml bascgll it projections on
the imyentory arriy -.d at by bolh te Andmnan .Fon,sl Dcpammm

and pre mvestment sur c\ Rdmnu was pln(.cd on lhc nl:ovc
. 4 I 7
smu\uw \mh n.g,ard to Forest Inv culorv and. - hence. the

contentions of the writ petitioners that the estmlaies in the project
repott waere incorrect or faully stands belied. |
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Posas it the resource assessinent, forest inventories and
- P ) ‘

prepasatnen, nl_:_mmm}i-riwm planis a :continluing exercise bused

i |-r :

o the fresheestimates undertaken by the working plan division,

i 2% ‘ : : )

the rospendent corpogation at the, msm“ncc of A & N
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