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and this lact has, been stated as ﬂULll ml, the affidavit
- ‘ ; | l
1Ied in the Hon'ble Bupremn. Court of" I:qdm in lhe case
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ol 1. (mdnarun.ln .\v.rsus Union!of lqd:a and others
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(Wl’ Civil No. 20"’9‘) 'lhe rights; of th' tribnl people

are fully protected in [mlc Andnmnn as, ubuul| 68% of
it
the geovgraphical arca of Lllllc Andamau is kcpt aside
1 | | | t] ln
‘as tribal reserve. Nellher clear felling is bemg resorted
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“1,0 nor any exotic %[)ECICS'[IS being mtroducedim this
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areq. ;
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!hat with reference slalcmcnls made in para 71 and 72 the
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'sil‘mc are denied. I say thal (hcrc is no dlvorslon of forcst
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nrea tor non- furcslr\ purposc cxcept “hcrc.somc margmal
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ateas have heen diverted for mlnor lrngallon pmjccl with
duec approval of the Central Govi. The acllivitics of the
respondent Corporation is wo way a non-forestry activity,
The project tor sed oil plam plantation was sanctioned
prior o the enaciment of the Forest (Conservalion) Acl,
1980 and hence any activities approved h}i the Ceniral
(Guvt prior to such enactment does not amou;;l violation of
the same  All cases involving diversion of forests land
for non torestry purpose are being sent to qucl“nm‘cnt
of India for clearance under the Forest (Conservation)
Act 1950 as per provision of the said Aig:l and such
divnrsiun 15 ﬁruposcd only aflier pruperaécosl-bcllcfil

analvsis trom the point of view of social environmental
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