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. On perusing the records, it was observed that the Complainant had
affixed court fee stamp of Rs.5/- only on his request dated 27-10-2009. On
10-11-2009, the Respondent had replied to him stating that the request could
not be considered for want of sufficient application fee. When the Complainant

contented that he had preferred another application subsequently affixing the
requisite fee, the Commission observed that the complaint, as far as the

application dated 27-10-2009 was concerned, had become null and void for the
reason cited above. If the Complainant had any complaint on the application
submitted subsequently, he had to come before the Commission with a fresh

petition.

4, The complaint petition is disposed off, accordingly.



