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That the contents of para 10 is denied and disputed and

the writ petitioner is put to the strict proof thereof in this
regard. In this regard it is further submitted that a
conjoint reading of the notification dated 15tk September
2004, 30th October 2007 and Regulation 4 of the.
Regulation of 1957 indicates that the subject land which
are recorded in favour of the writ petitioner can be
utilised by the writ petitioner in terms of it is
classification i.e. for agricultural purpose and restriction
is any has heen imposed upon commercial tourism

activities.

That the contents of para 11 is denied and disputed and
the writ petitioner is put to the strict proof thereof in this
regard. In this regard it "is'fl_u‘ther submitted that the
notification dated 30t OCtober 2007 has been duly been
notified in he Gazette and further there is no provisions
for inviting claims and objections from the general public

with respect to matters in hand.

That the contents of para 12 and 13 are denied and
disputed and the writ petitioner is put to the strict proof
thereof in this regard. In this regard it is further

submitted that proper enquiry was conducted before

issuance of the notification, as a matter of fact the land of

the petitioner was inspected by the authorities of AAJVS

and 'thé Directorate of Tribal Welfare and dui‘ing the

course of local enquiry the writ petitioners were heard.

That the contents of para'14_ ' is admitted to the extent as

are matters of record and the rest of it is denied and

disputed and the writ petitionér is put to the strict pfogf:_ .

‘thereof in this regard. In this regard it is’ further

submitted that the land in the aforesaid.'irﬂ.lége. of

COiliénpur was allotted in favour of_:V:ario'_u:s'_ind'ividuals



