02.

59

a single individual upon which the petitioner has:-relied
N

lo pass the judgement or to, draw conclusions about the
‘ N

destiny of the Onges. i

That with reference to statements madci in para 82

under the heading ‘grounds‘-’ (i) to (xxx:x_) s the same

are denied and disputed beipg incorrect qn"d unt)gmnble.

I say that there has not been any timber:harvesting in

lhc tribal reserve in Lilllc;Audamau lsland much less

mdlunmm.m.l) and 1llegall\ as nlleged b) the writ

petitioners.  On the contrary the nmber h‘urvcslmg has
o i : ! '

been carried oug _:\1':il{]1in ;‘!lhc leased nren of the
- i A i L
respomlunl‘Corporaliqn.: under the s_tcicnll‘ﬁcally bascd
s._\}slcm. There |s "no c]:;ueslion i of .mtmcupn or
axtenmination l)l'?_!llc-j(l)llgd':: iribe s nll‘,(‘:‘ged. pn the

contrary medical care; food etc. ar¢ provided to them
; :
by the govt. for their sun'ivnl. Their wa_v..pf living has

not been alfected; by any developmrnlal worl-. | Apart
|

from this under lhe \prlous leglslallons,.lhc land and

land resources of Lhe lr;bnljreser\'e arc being protected

by enforcement of the,provisions ofjthe law strictly by

the concerned authority, Thercfore, the allegation that
iy X i ]

deforestation has advérsely affected the tribal way of

life is noet correct.
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