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Order

R2 keeps sending letters to take adjoumment sayinl rhat he has
und€rgone surgery bur wher€as he ke€ps on filing appticatirns under RTI
Act putting various queri€s to this Bench which are not cov€red by RTI
Act. Moreov€r, he is a party to rhe proce€dh& in cas€ h€ needs any
docummt from court record, he is at liberty to rake the same. But inst€ad of
doing this, he keeps on sending applications under RTI Act and apDeal
thereot cau5'ng the admrnisrrdrion srde to mate *,* **f ** ,i"*
applications coming under RTI Act.
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2. In this €ase a valuer was appointed on the cons€nt Fven by both
sides. Now, R2, to retmct lrom consent given by him,,.started filing
applications undet Rn Act, makint it as if this Bench did a gleat misrale
in apr,ointhg a valuer on the consent given by advo(ates on either side.

3. However, since there is no application from the petitioner side a;king
turthd r€liefs, the petitioner is at liberty to 6le an apptication se€king
appropriate r€lief in dre situation existing.

List the matter on 01.06.2016 ar 2.00 p.m. s4t-'
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