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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

AT HYDERABAD

W.P.No.24377 OF 2002

Between:

SAKTI, a non-profit voluntary social 

Organisation (Regd.No.76/85),

having its regd. office at

Rampachodavaram, East Godavari District,

rep by its Director, Dr. P.Sivaramakrishna 



.. Petitioner

And

1) State of Andhra Pradesh,

    rep by its Principal Secretary to Government,

    Environment, Forests Science and Technology (For –I)

    Department, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat,

    Hyderabad.

2) Union of India, 

    rep by its Secretary to Government,

    Ministry of Environment and Forests,

    Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road,

    New Delhi – 110 003.

3) Secretary to Government, 

    Tourism and Culture Department, Government of 

    Andhra Pradesh, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat

    Hyderabad – 500 022.

4) Principal Secretary to Government, 

    Social Welfare Department, Secretariat Buildings,

    Secretariat, Hyderabad – 500 022.



   .. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONER


I, Dr. P.Sivaramakrishna, S/o Venkata Narasaiah, Hindu, aged 49 years, Director, SAKTI, resident of Hyderabad, do hereby solemnly and sincerely affirm and state as follows:

1)
I am the Director of the Petitioner Organisation and as such I am well acquainted with the facts of the case. I am authorised to file this affidavit on behalf of the Petitioner organisation. I am filing this Writ Petition representing the interest of tribal people living in the State of Andhra Pradesh. 

2)
I submit that I did research in tribal songs of Andhra Pradesh tribes and submitted my thesis to the Osmania University and I was awarded the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy in Telugu in 1982. During my research study, I found that the tribal people are exploited by non-tribes in many ways and fruits of various governmental schemes are not being enjoyed by them. The tribal people, who are mostly illiterate are not aware of their rights under various protective legislations enacted for their benefit. Hence I thought of uplifting them from their deprived and depraved state. That idea took shape in the formation of an association and it was named as SAKTI (Search for Action and Knowledge through Tribal Initiative). The said organisation was registered as a Society under Societies Registration Act, 1860 on 25-2-1985 and was given registration No.76 of 1985. I submit that the office of the said organisation is located at Rampachodavarm and its activities extend to Scheduled areas of entire State in general and Khammam, West Godavari and East Godavari districts in particular. The main objectives of the said Organisation is the upliftment of tribes, maintenance of ecological balance, protection of environment, prevention of illegal land transfers etc. The said organisation is being financially supported by the International and national organisations like OXFAM INDIA TRUST etc. It extends its organisational support to Integrated Tribal Development Agency and other Governmental and non-governmental organisations working in the scheduled areas. The locus standi of the Petitioners to maintain a Writ Petition in the interest of the Tribes and for protection of ecology was upheld by a Division Bench of this Hon’ble Court in a decision rendered in W.P.NO.11136 of 1990 dated 3-4-1992, reported in 1992 (2) ALT 514.

3)
I submit that the organisation is managed by me, my wife who is also an activist and other colleagues numbering about 40. We educate the tribe’s people and others about their rights and disseminate information to them. We act within the frame work of law and we do not violate law in carrying out our activities. We believe in the existing legal system and we preach that if the existing law is implemented whole heartedly it gives more benefit to the people for whom the law is intended than frittering away their time to change the law. In pursuance of our objectives, we knocked the doors of this Hon’ble Court several times and we are heartened to submit that this Hon’ble Court has given us timely relief on many occasions. For example when the Government without any authority of law permitted a timber contractor to fell trees in a vast extent of 500 acres of land, we approached this Hon’ble Court and got the Government Order quashed and the said decision was reported in 1992 (2) ALT 514(DB). We have also approached this Hon’ble Court when the mining operations permitted by the Government devasted the ecological balance in the serene forest area, and this Hon’ble Court prohibited mining operations in the forest area in W.P.NO.3734 of 1993 dated 27-8-1993. When a Catcheu manufacturer approached this Hon’ble Court challenging the G.O. benefiting the lease of Sundra trees to tribal societies, we got impleaded in the said Writ petition and supported the stand of the Government as a result of which the sundra trees were given to the tribal societies and the policy of the Government was upheld. When the District Collector cancelled a bogus caste certificate, the beneficiaries approached this Hon’ble Court and got the order quashed. When the Government did not pursue the matter by appeal, we approached this Hon’ble Court and sought leave which was granted and the order of Learned Single Judge was set aside and the case was remanded to the District Collector for fresh enquiry (W.A.30/94, 198/94, 187/94, dt.22-2-94). Even in the case of a high ranking police officer, when a Division Bench of this Hon’ble Court quashed the order of show cause notice issued for cancellation of caste certificate (W.A.No.917/92), (Government of A.P. Vs. R.K.Ragala), this Organisation filed S.L.P. before the Hon’ble Supreme Court after obtaining leave and obtained favourable orders which is reported in (C.A.No.10754/95, SLP(C) NO.26248/95 SAKTI Vs. R.K.Ragala), 1995 (8) JT 507. Similarly we filed a case for payment of minimum wages to the forest workers working in the forest department in the forest and timber operations (W.P.No.5033/90). When elections were not conducted for a long time to the primary societies under Girijan Cooperative Corporation, we filed W.P.No.16173 of 1989 and this Hon’ble Court issued a Mandamus on 4-10-1993 for conducting elections at our instance. Thus we have waging legal battles for the protection of the rights of the tribal people and for protection of environment. At this stage I may submit that the Government of Andhra Pradesh appointed me as one of the expert members in G.O.Ms.No.1, E.A.S&T Department dated 10-1-1997 to identify the areas which are ‘Forest’ etc., in pursuance of the directions of the Supreme Court of India in W.P. (Civil) 171 of 1996. I am also one of the drafting committee members for the Joint Forest Management Scheme, 1993. In 1997 the Government in consultation with the Petitioner Organisation framed guidelines for conducting enjoyment survey of lands in West Godavari District to resolve the land disputes. In 2001 the Organisation is engaged by Society for Elimination of Rural Poverty as resource agency to train barefoot land surveyors in Srikakulam District. 

4)
I submit that the total forest area in the state of Andhra Pradesh covers an extent of 63,814 sq. kms. out of which 50,478.63sq.kms. is under reserve category. An area of an extent of 42,262.03 sq. kms. is in Scheduled Area in 9  districts. There are 4 National parks covering an extent of 3,119.42 sq.kms. and 21 wild life Sanctuaries covering an area of 12,528.69 sq. kms.  I submit that most of the Sanctuaries and National Parks are situated within the reserve forest boundaries. I further submit that for the purpose of better management of the Sanctuaries and National Parks, a management plan will be drawn by the Forest Department dividing the area into 5 zones, interim zone, peripheral zone, special use zone, visitor and tourism zone and buffer zone. This zonation is maintained in order to protect the areas from disturbances and better management of the forests. Mostly, the buffer zones fall out side the limits of the Sanctuaries or National Park after 2 kms. Realising this importance the Government of Andhra Pradesh made State Forest Policy, 2002 to develop Eco-tourism in buffer zones only to avoid disturbances to the habitation. 

5)
I further submit that the protected areas all over the developing world are coming under serious pressure. The Commission on National Forest and Protected Areas (CNPPA) of the World Conservation Union (IUCN) has been deliberating on this issue for a long time and at the steering committee meeting in 1993, a consensus was reached to have the following set of categories for protected areas. 

1) Category 1: Strict Nature Reserve/Wilderness Areas: mainly for promotion of science or for wilderness protection. 

2) Category 2: National Park: for ecosystem conservation and recreation.

3) Category 3: Natural Monument: for conservation of specific natural features.

4) Category 4: Habitat/Species Management Areas: for conservation of species and habitat through management intervention. 

5) Category 5: Protected Landscape/Seascape: for landscape/seascape conservation and recreation.

6) Category 6: Managed Resource Protected Areas: for the sustainable use of natural ecosystems.

Normally in India the Forest Department maintains categories 2,4,5 and 6. The protected areas are covered by the provisions of Indian Forest Act,1927, Forest Conservation Act, 1980 and A.P. Forest Act, 1967,  Wild life (Protection) Act, 1972, Environment Protection Act, 1976. Apart from these laws the Government of India is a signatory to several international conventions and treaties. 

6)
I respectfully submitted that “tourism” under the name of “Eco-tourism” is sought to be introduced in the protected areas. Since tourism is proved to be detrimental to the environment and social fabric of local communities, forest stake holders are trying to push the tourist activity in name of eco-tourism. The United Nations had declared the Year 2002 as International Year of Eco-tourism. The Government of Andhra Pradesh without creating necessary legislative environment through appropriate amendments to law and proper planning is trying to push through the tourism projects contrary to the legal provisions and endanger the ecological balance. The Government is looking at the revenue rather than the adverse affects of tourism activity on the life and culture of the tribal people living in those areas. The Government issued G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 opening doors to private sector participation for investing into the infrastructural development, marketing, etc. in 3 Zoo Parks and 12 Sanctuaries / National Parks in respect of specific activities. The Andhra Pradesh Forest Development Corporation Limited has been identified as a nodal agency. The Government identified several tourism projects and renovation and reconstruction of jungle resort at  Farhabad is one such example. Farhabad is one of the wild life spots in Wild life Sanctuary in Nagarjunasagar and Srisailam Tiger Reserve and is within the limits of the Sanctuary. In utter violation of law and without obtaining any permission from the Central Government, the State Government through the Andhra Pradesh Tourism Development Corporation developed Farahabad area in order to provide jungle resort. Like wise there are other non forest activities under pipeline in many other Sanctuaries, Zoos and Parks. 

7)
I submit that the “Eco-tourism” projects in the State suffer from the following infirmities:

a)
Section 2 of the Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 prohibits the State Government or other authority except with the prior approval of the Central Government, using forest land or any portion thereof for any non forest purpose. The Government of India issued several guidelines for diversion of forest land for non forest purpose under Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980. Para 11 of the said guidelines specifically speak that diversion of forest land for construction of  buildings will not be normally considered. Similarly Section 27,28,29 and 31 of the Wild Life (Protection) Act prohibits certain activities in the Sanctuary including restrictions on entry. These provisions do not permit the perennial activity of the tourism in the protected areas. The Government has not taken any interest to prepare management plans for each Zoopark and Sanctuary and assessed the cost benefit in terms of ecological balance before inviting private participation in the new projects of eco tourism. 

b)
I further submit that “tourism”  as it is does not figure as a legislative entry in 7th Schedule of the Constitution and only the Central Government under the residuary item No.97 of List 1 is empowered to take action in respect of tourism activities. The State has no competence to indulge in tourism activities without any legislative sanction. 

c)
 The Andhra Pradesh Panchayat Raj Act, in part 6-A makes special provisions relating to the Panchayats, Mandal Parishads and Zilla Parishads located in the Scheduled Areas. Section 242-C states that every Gramsabha shall be competent to safeguard and preserve the traditions and customs of the people, their cultural identity, community resources etc. Section 242-I gives power to the Gram Panchayat or the Gramsabha in respect of enforcement of prohibition or regulation or restriction of the sale of intoxicant and the Mandal Parishad was given the power in exercising control over institutions and functionaries in all social sectors and control over local plans and sources for such plans. It is submitted that neither the Gramsabhas nor the Mandal Parishads in the Schedule Areas were taken into confidence while formulating schemes for eco tourism purpose. 

d)
As already submitted above, the Sanctuaries and Zoo parks are situated in Scheduled Areas, and there is a separate legislation called A.P.Scheduled Areas Land Transfer Regulation prohibiting transfer of rights over land in Scheduled Areas in favour of persons other than Scheduled Tribes. The private sector participation in infrastructural development and marketing should be subject to the provisions of said Regulation only. The Build, Operate and Transfer agreements contravene the said provisions as they create interest in favour of non tribals.

 It is therefore just and necessary that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to declare G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 as illegal and void. 

8)
I submit that the various eco tourism projects in the state pursuant to the G.O.Ms.No.54 dated 26-6-2001 on the principles of Build, Operate and Transfer are in various stages of consideration. If the various activities and projects are allowed to continue, contrary to the statutory provisions and in utter disregard of law, the ecological balance in the State would be upset apart from creating an adverse effect on the tribal people residing in protected areas. It is necessary that the Government should involve the local communities, non governmental agencies and the Central Government before taking the final decision in respect of projects subject to its legislative competence.  It is therefore just and necessary that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings including construction in pursuance of G.O.Ms.No.54 E,F,S & T Department dated 26-6-2001, pending disposal of the above Writ Petition. 

8)
I submit that we have no other effective alternative remedy except to invoke the extraordinary jurisdiction under Art.226 of the Constitution of India.  We have not filed any suit and no proceeding is pending for the relief prayed herein.


For all the aforesaid reasons, it is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue any appropriate Writ, Order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 issued by the  Government of Andhra Pradesh as illegal and void and contrary to the provisions of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980, Andhra Pradesh Panchayat Raj Act, 1994, Andhra Pradesh Scheduled Area Land Transfer Regulation and the Constitution of India and consequently set aside G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 and pending disposal of above Writ Petition to grant stay of all further proceedings including constructions in pursuance of  G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science  & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 and pass such other further orders as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit in the circumstances of the case.










DEPONENT

Solemnly affirmed and signed

his name in my presence on this

5th day of December,2002 at Hyderabad

BEFORE ME

ADVOCATE, HYDERABAD

VERIFICATION

I, Dr. P.Siva Ramakrishna, son of Venkata Narasaiah, Director of the abovenamed Petitioner Organisation, do hereby solemnly and sincerely affirm and State that the facts stated in paras 2 to 7 are correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and I believe the same to be true and correct and those in paras 8 to 9 are based on legal advice and I believe the same to be true.

Hence verified on this 5th day of December, 2002 at Hyderabad.

COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER



   PETITIONER

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION

(Under Art. 226 of the Constitution of India)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

AT HYDERABAD

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

W.P.No. 24377  OF 2002

Between:

SAKTI, a non-profit voluntary social 

Organisation (Regd.No.76/85),

having its regd. office at

Rampachodavaram, East Godavari District,

rep by its Director, Dr. P.Sivaramakrishna 



.. Petitioner

And

1) State of Andhra Pradesh,

    rep by its Principal Secretary to Government,

    Environment, Forests Science and Technology (For –I)

    Department, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat,

    Hyderabad.

2) Union of India, 

    rep by its Secretary to Government,

    Ministry of Environment and Forests,

    Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road,

    New Delhi – 110 003.

3) Secretary to Government, 

    Tourism and Culture Department, Government of 

    Andhra Pradesh, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat

    Hyderabad – 500 022.

4) Principal Secretary to Government, 

    Social Welfare Department, Secretariat Buildings,

    Secretariat, Hyderabad.





   .. Respondents

The address for service of all notices and summons on the abovenamed Petitioner’s Organisation is that of their Counsel, Sri A. Ramalingeswara Rao, Advocate, 3-6-207/1&2, Opp.Lane to Telugu Academy, Maqdoom Marg, 15th street, Himayathnagar, Hyderabad – 500 029.


For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the abovenamed Petitioner prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue any appropriate Writ, Order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of a Writ of Mandamus declaring the G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 issued by the  Government of Andhra Pradesh as illegal and void and contrary to the provisions of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980, Andhra Pradesh Panchayat Raj Act, 1994, Andhra Pradesh Scheduled Area Land Transfer Regulation and the Constitution of India and consequently set aside G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001 and pass such other further orders as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit in the circumstances of the case.

Hyderabad,

 05  -12-2002





  COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISCELLANEOUS PETITION

(Under Section 151 of C.P.C.)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

AT HYDERABAD

W.P.M.P. NO.30666 OF 2002

IN

W.P.No. 24377 OF 2002

Between:

SAKTI, a non-profit voluntary social 

Organisation (Regd.No.76/85),

having its regd. office at

Rampachodavaram, East Godavari District,

rep by its Director, Dr. P.Sivaramakrishna 



.. Petitioner/











   Petitioner

And

1) State of Andhra Pradesh,

    rep by its Principal Secretary to Government,

    Environment, Forests Science and Technology (For –I)

    Department, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat,

    Hyderabad.

2) Union of India, 

    rep by its Secretary to Government,

    Ministry of Environment and Forests,

    Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road,

    New Delhi – 110 003.

3) Secretary to Government, 

    Tourism and Culture Department, Government of 

    Andhra Pradesh, Secretariat Buildings, Secretariat

    Hyderabad – 500 022.

4) Principal Secretary to Government, 

    Social Welfare Department, Secretariat Buildings,

    Secretariat, Hyderabad.





   .. Respondents/ 










      Respondents


For the reasons stated in the affidavit filed in support of the above Writ Petition, the above named Petitioner herein prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings including constructions in pursuance of G.O.Ms.No.54 Environment, Forest, Science & Technology (For-II) Department dated 26-6-2001, pending disposal of above Writ Petition and pass such other further orders as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit in the circumstances of the case.

Hyderabad

Date: 05-12-2002
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF THE JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT
HYDERABAD
W.P.NO.24377 OF 2002

BETWEEN
SAKTI A non-profit voluntary social organization,
(Regd. No.76/85), having its Regd. Office at
Rampachodavaram, East Godavari District,
Rep., by its Director, Dr.P.Sivaramakrishna,
***     PETITIONER
AND
State of Andhra Pradesh
Repn. By its Prl. Secretary to Government
Environment Forests Science & Technology (For-I) Dept.,
Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad and others.
***      RESPONDENTS.
COUNTER AFFIDAVIT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE 1ST
RESPONDENT
I, Sri T.Chatterjee, S/o Sri S.R.Chatterjee Aaged about 50 Years working as Prl. Secretary, EFS&T Department do hereby solemnly and sincerely affirm and state as follows:
1. I am Principal Secretary, Environment Forests Science & Tech. Department, Secretariat, Government of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad herein and as such I am well acquainted with the facts of the case.    I have gone through the affidavit filed in sport of the Writ Petition and I submit that the said allegations are neither true nor tenable and the Petitioner is put to strict proof of all those allegations which are not specifically admitted herein are hereby denied.
2. In reply to paras 4 to 6, it is to submit that most of the Sanctuaries and National Parks are situated within the reserve forest boundaries.
Further, Eco-tourism Projects are cleared by the Government after due scrutiny in consonance with Andhra Pradesh Forest Act, 1967 Wildlife (P) Act, 1972 and Forest Conservation Act, 1980. Due checks are exercised by the Protected Area Managers through Memorandum of Understandings and subsequent monitoring. Andhra Pradesh Forest Development Corporation is the Nodal Agency for implementation of the projects. The over all management and control of the Sanctuaries & National Parks vests with Chief Wildlife Warden under Wildlife (P)
Act, 1972. The other allegation are all not concerned with the 1s1 Respondent.
3.
In so far, as para 7, is concerned, it is to submit that Eco-tourism activities in rotected Areas are takenup as per the prescriptions in the approved Management Plans of Sanctuaries and National Parks, Nagarjunasagar Srisailam Tiger Reserve has an approved Management Plan. The Management Plans for some Protected Areas are under revision and for some areas the Plans are under preparation.
Further, the area where Eco-tourism is taken up is the property of Forest Department (State) only. No lands possessed by the Scheduled Tribes are involved in it. Thus the G.O. Ms.No.54, EFS& T (For-II), Dept. can not be said as illegal and void with regard to tribal lands.
4.
In reply to para-8, it is to submit that the various Eco-tourism Projects (Plans) are-examined by the State Bio-diversity Conservation and Eco-tourism Committee, constituted vide G.O.Rt,No.230 EFS&T (For-II) Dept., Dt: 20.7.2001 before they are approved.    After approval the Project is implemented either by the Government owned corporation or a Potential Developer.   When the implementing agency is a Potential   Developer,   aa   Memorandum   of  Understanding   is   signed   between Government owned corporation and the Developer on Principles of build, operate and transfer. This MOU takes adequate care about the local tribal interest. The developeris also being asked to take necessary clearance under Forest Conservation Act, 1980 and the Central Zoo Authority Rules.
As long as the Project Plan is in tune with the prescriptions of the approved Management Plan for the Protected Area, the Eco-tourism activities cannot be called violative of any Laws.
Hence, the Writ Petition deserves no consideration warrants interference of this Hon'ble Court Under Articles 226 of the Constitution of India.
It is therefore prayed that the Hon'ble Court may be pleased to dismiss the W.P.M.P. and Writ Petition with costs.

                                                                        DEPONENT
                                         Principal Secretary to Govt. E.F.S. & T. Department,
                                                               Secretariat, Hyderabad,

Solemnly and sincerely affirm.  
This the 10th day of April, 2003 
and signed his name in my presence.                                 BEFORE ME

ATTESTER
E.F.S.& T (Forest)Deptt.,
A.P.Secretariat,
Hyderabad.

ABSTRACT
Forest Department - Bio Diversity Conservation and Eco Tourism in Andhra Pradesh Promoting private sector investments and participation on the principles of Build. Operate and Transfer (BOT) - Orders - Issued.
ENVIRONMENT, FORESTS, SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY (FOR-II)
DEPARTMENT
GO Ms, No. 54
Dated: 26-06-2001.
ORDER:
The Government has considered for developing of Bio Diversity Conservation and Eco Tourism in Andhra Pradesh in the following three (3) Zoological Parks of the State and twelve (12) Protected Areas of Forest Department:
Zoological Parks:
1. Nehru Zoological Park, Hyderabad.
2. Indira Gandhi Zoological Park, Vizag.
3. Sri Venkateswara Zoological Park, Tirupathi.
Protected Areas:
1. Mrigavani National Park, Chilkur
2. Mahavir Harina Vanastali National Park
3. Kasu Brahmananda Reddy National Park
4. Hyderabad Botanical Garden
5. Manjeera Wildlife Sanctuary
6. Nelapattu Bird Sanctuary, Nellore
7. Pulicat Bird Sanctuary, Nellore.
8. Sri Venkateswara National Park, Tirupathi.
9. Corgina Wildlife Sanctuary, Kakinada
10. Eturunagaram Wildlife Sanctuary, Warangal
11. Nagarjunasagar Srisailam Tiger Reserve
12. Great Indian Bustard Sanctuary, Kurnool.
2. It has also been considered that private sector participation in Eco Tourism and generation of user charges by inviting private sector participation for investing into the infrastructural development, marketing, etc. in (3) Zoo Parks and (12) Sanctuaries / National Parks on the principles of Build, Operate and Transfer (BOT) on the following activities.
a)
In (3) Zoological Parks:
· Upgradation of existing Guest Houses, construction of new Guest Houses and
Rest sheds.

· Up-gradation of existing Restaurants, setting up of new Restaurants, Kiosks.
Food Courts and Souvenir Shops.

· Development  of specialized  Landscapes  including  Engineering  hardscapes,
creation of Special  Gardens  like  Rose  Gardens,  Topiary.  Climber Garden,
creation of Glass House. Orchid-aria. Water Fountains, etc.

· Setting of Natural History Museum. Auditorium. Amphitheater. Cyber cafes and
Computerized Animal Park, etc.
b)
In the (12) selected Wildlife Sanctuaries and National Parks:
· Creation of accommodation in shape of Motels.  Cottages. Dormitories and
Camping sites (Tents).
· Providing eating places like Restaurants. Food Courts. Kiosks, Cafeteria, etc. 
· Providing wilderness trails, Trekking paths. Jeep-able Tracks. Jungle Drivers for
Eco journeys.
· Providing sighting facilities to see wild animals in natural conditions by setting up of Machans, Watchtowers, Hideouts, View lines, etc.
· Providing transport facilities like jeeps, vans and boats.
· Providing Conservation Education and Awareness facilities coupled with Recreation like Improvement to existing Environment Education Centers, creation of new centres, improvement to existing Libraries, providing Computer Education through Cyber cafes. Nature Camp facilities. Guide Services, etc.
3.
However, the Government investment will be in the following Sectors which isessentially to be managed by the Government as it relates to wildlife habitatimprovement, animal upkeep, health care, etc. which are highly specialized activitiesand necessarily will have to be with the Government.  The investment estimated onthis may be Rs.532.bO lakhs:
· Soil and Moisture Conservation works like Check Dams. Percolation Tanks,
Contour Trenches, etc. 

· Habitat improvement works like Fodder plots. Removal of Obnoxious weds,
Canopy lifting, Fire control measures, etc.

· Improvement of Wetlands by checking Eutrophication, providing Perching and
Nesting sights, maintaining water levels, encouraging aquating vegetation, etc.

· Animal health care, providing minerals supplementary diet. etc.
4. Regarding the role of Tourism Department in advertising the various tourismprojects, inviting private sector investment, finalizing the investment for each projectand looking after all other official formalities related to Tourism Projects and tie-upswith  Hotels.  Caterers.  Transport  Companies,  etc.  Government  considered thatAndhra Pradesh Forest Development Corporation Ltd. may take up these Projects.
5. Further, regarding Consultency Services for the various Bio Diversity and EcoTourism activities, it is necessary to appoint experts in various fields as Consultantsfor drawing up of detailed plans and overseeing the execution of the Projects.
6.
After careful examination on the above, the Government hereby direct that:
1) The investment on the sectors mentioned at para-3 above, which is estimated toRs.532.00 lakhs shall be met out of the existing RIDF-VII NABARD and otherSchemes.
2) The Andhra Pradesh Forest Development Corporation Ltd. will take up theprojects including identification of investors instead of Tourism Dept. and
3) The amount required for consultancy services for various Bio Diversity and EcoTourism activities, the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests is permitted tomeet the expenditure from out of user collected over a period of time.
7.
This order issues with the concurrence of Finance Department vide their U.O.No.893/277/RIDF/W.A.-II/2001 dated 31-5-2001.
To
The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests. Andhra Pradesh , Hyderabad.
The Accountant General, A.P., Hyderabad.
The Pay & Accounts Officers. Hyderabad.
The fin. (Expr. M&F) Dept.
Sf/Sc.
// True Typed copy //

