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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Pursuant to the order of this Court dated 5th Septenber, 2003, nmade in |I.A Nos. 30-32, the Ce
ntral Enpowered Conmittee (C.E.C.) after inspection has filed its Report dated 19th Septenber,
2003. Let this Report be registered as a separate Interlocutory Application

The C.E.C. has reconmended grant of permi ssion to the applicant-Utaranchal Pey Jal N gam for
use of 0.275 hectare of forest land in Rajaji National Park for Drinking Water Scheme on the
conditions stipulated in the Report. The Report, inter alia, notices that the Drinking Water
Schene undertaken by the applicant-Utaranchal Pey Jal Nigamis in public interest for which n
o alternative non-forest land is available, the Schene requires ninimumuse of forest |and and
no felling of trees is involved and that the Schenme is designed for neeting the urgent requir
enent of drinking water for the Ardh Kunbh Mela and al so for the popul ati on residing near the
Swar gashram Laxman Jhoola area. The Mnistry of Environnent & Forests would consider forthw
th the question of grant of approval under the Forest Conservation Act as suggested in paragra

ph 17(vi) of the Report. |.A Nos. 30-32 stand disposed of.

Further, it appears from the Report that certain parties are in illegal occupation of the
forest land. Reference has been made in the Report to the illegal occupation of 2 acres of fo
rest land by Kailashanand M ssion Trust wthin the Rajaji National Park. The said T
rust is represented before us by | earned counsel. A copy of that Report has

been handed over to | earned counsel appearing on behalf of the Trust, who seeks three weeks’
time to file response to the suggestions given in the Report, regarding taking over of posses
sion fromthe Trust within a period of two nonths. Allowed as prayed.

Having regard to the need to preserve the Rajaji National Park, we direct the Chief Secretary
of the State of Uttaranchal to file an affidavit with regard to any other illegal occupation o
r encroachnent in the said Park. Affidavit be filed within a period of four weeks.

Post on 7th Novenber, 2003.
KALYANI

(V.P. TYAQ)
COURT MASTER



