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arca uudu its h,mzc wu per the prujcct rcporl appro_vcd by

thc' Govt, of lndia sand based upon cnumcrauon dala
Bt
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anlrunmcnt & 1orcsls Govl. of India. for1appr0val. The

1 Yy ‘

mil jun off in \hc surroundmg acalcoast can bo due to

i
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many: faclors, lhc pmncncc of humnn somcmonls faulty
! S i
agricultural pr'u;ticcs and various ollu:r human adtivitics
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can lead 1o qoal run! c\lfE The soil n\m off |Sxu a rceult of
Viesd

It

lu_gg_ing cle. is msmma as no, clear felling of;forcst is done

3

_and the same xs morq\ !hcn compensatcd by spurt in lhc
. s ‘ :

growth of lrcc' npcucs " and ground ﬂora “ip o the

“understoreys. Thercfore ihe allegation that !hc activitics of

the respundent carporation has lcad 10 advct'nc lmpnci in

the rare and Llld.‘lngc;cd \nld and marine lile is abrolutely

baseless. o n the conuarv the prescnce of lhc respondent

Ve

_garporation on llwislandw is responsible for. Ihc control of

ol
poaching of: mldh!c c!c. 1 further say 1ha_l:.l:hc reportl as

© mentioned in para, 19 bcmg marked as “K" is_bas_cd on a

Cone time uhscr\':\tinn and unless these ob-:crvmwna are

cmnp:lrc_d with some :\ulhcnuc mlorma_t:on ‘available on

the status of corals pe rtammg 1o the penod prior to the

buginning of forestry operahons in the m}and it would

not be correct 1o conclude that foresiry operalwns have
A .
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fed 1o increased mortality in corals. ¢ K
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That woth polerenue tesrte ments made in para 40 the same
§

are dengd 1 osay lhui e eflect pf forestry operations
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collected tor the: \‘-’orkmg Plan subm:lucd to'the Ministry of -



