
level. The averments in paia'18 r'egarding some cases are too generic, and does

not warrant any explanation, as no specific case is mentioned.

9. I humbly submit that the averment in respect of the decision of the Fuil

Bench of this Hon'ble Court, as reporled in 1998 4 LLN 804, is admitted as.true.

The writ petitioner is rnaking references to the Full Bench judgment according

to his convenience, without wholistically understanding the import of the

judgment and the subsequent verdicts of this Hon'ble Court and the Apex Court.
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The averment in parc 22 is denied as false
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10. I humbly submit that the averment in para 23 thatthe 7th respondent has

averment regarding the reply under The Right to Infonnation Act, by the 2nd

tespondent date 
.is 

not correct and is liable to be rejected, as per

the documen@ry evidence.

11. I humbly submit that the Full Bench Order of this Hon'ble Court

dated 30.04.1998 and made in W.A.l{o.275 of i989 was later reviewed, on a

petition frled by this respondent, in Iteview Petition No. 139 of 2009 by this


