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1. Mr Macdonald (Counsel for the Banabans) continued his

discussion about whether or not the reo-»nlantin

out areas was possible by referring o the evidence of various

cconut experts whom the Court had already heard. He drew

attention in particular $o the evidence of Senstor alker and
il

Dr Robinson, both of whom had held that given ceritain condix

7
it would be guite possible to grow coconuts on Ocean lsland.

Mhe most rtant o« ition was +} Y3 i g T auffici .
The m0s myortant condition was the provision of a sufficient

i
the provicion of an adequate vlanting medium and

nrecis 3_'_‘]

what quantity of dirt or soll could be considered "adcouate®

was a matter for decision by the Judge. IMr MacDonald also
referred ©o the evidence of Mr liacRoberts with regard to his
1964 re-planting. He argucd that +thisg tisd in with the evidence
of the experts, and showed Tthat given sufficient care and
attention quite strikzing results could be obtained with coconut

cultivation on Oceazn Island.

2. Mr Macdonald then turned to the g
of the island. He cited The evidence
D

Ocean Island to demonstrate that despite the regular periods of
an

drought there had once been abundant vegetation on the island
and it had even been described as "well wooded". He argued thas

Y, 4.9,

even land which had never been planted in the nast was, with the
exception of the pinnacle belt, capable of cultivation. MNining
in the central part of the island in 191l hed involved th
removal of trees at the rate of 60 per acre. GOther trce counts
at about the same time gave averages of 53 and Ll for coconuts,
66 and 51 for pandanus, and L1 for almonds
had testified to the fact that in living memory m
the island had contained at least some trees
referred the Judge to his view of QOcean Island and in variicul

s .

to certain parts of the island which give the impression of wha
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3. Ir Macdonald said that the trees continued to thrive on
. TalanA A acsws L ) - L Pl -2 S I
Ocean Islaxna desvite the narvesiing oI Ironas Ior cerenonis’
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purposes and the norvesting of nuts for drinkin both of
L > > 2

o '*e coconuts

experiments which had teken nlece on Ocean Island. The eorli.
re-planting in the days before 1913, he argued, had been unie;‘
taken To make a good impressi I ony Goveranent. Tn-

at a tine when 3PC wantsed to acquire

T
indeed been followed by the 1940 Agsreement. In the —-

] pei O <l LILE -
Var period, although there had been several re-plantine eflor—
none of them Were dcne in pursuance of the 1913 Agreecmens,
5. IMr Macdonald then considered those trees which haog Survive
from the various re-pleniing schemes. He argued that these
demonstrated that trees could take root and grow in the ninag
out areas and even bear fruit, though at a later age than usus
6. HMr Macdonald then turned to the 1940 re-planiing sbou< wa? g
the Court had heard a great deal of evidence. Iz drew o5 ta s
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survival from the 1940 re-nlanting, and
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e day ernded with
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consideration of the way in which the re-planting hag been
carried out.
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