34.

That with reference lo statements madc‘ in para 48, the
sam. are denied and disputed. 1 say that the scheme ol
fogginue and regeneration of forests through the agency of
pespondent  corporation  was the rosult of National
Commission on Agricullure's rccommendation in the yoar
1976 w Inch were duly acccpted by the Govt. of India. The
estimates and statistics quoted in the! prpjcct report was
prepared bascd on the field studics/enumeration carried out
by the Working Plan Division of the Forest Department as
well as the l’rc-in\'clﬂmcnl Survey of Foflc:ll Resources, o

" premier Govt. of ln(ha Organisation whouc mandale is to
1 \(

mal\c assessment of![orcsl resources in lilgc country. The
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uxd pr()_]ccl report ‘Jan approved by the Govt. of lndln and
i
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I
the level of nmbcrr?har'«rcsung has been,rostrictiod wnlhm

i
$ l

the cciling fixed” by the Govl. ‘of India/A&N
[

Administration from time to time. That. the respondent
|

Lorpurahon is norkmg in Little Andaman bascd on the

rprojeut tcporl has ! also been mfurmcd lo the Hon’ ble

i ’ . 'F

Supreme Court of i lndla through ! an aﬂidavn filed on
> :‘ ’ 5

: 3.5.1997a I rt:||t:-a!v:.l lhal no clcarancu of forcsl arcas hns
i '

been undertaken byithe rcspondcm Corporatlun except

for raising red oil 'palm plantation, conslruchun of

oflices staft
mir gy L [N

infrastructure. ierefore. the allegat

“ antial qu rlers‘w nnd road
on of the writ
petittoners to the offect that the project report has been

propar o an g casual faxhion with the objeet to merely
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