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27.10.2023 1. Learned c‘ounsel for the appellant present.My. Asad Alj, A%sistant

Advocate General for the respondent present.

2. Learned counsel for the argued that appellant was discharge from
service vide impugned order dated 11.07.2016 without adopting :proper
procedure by conducting regular inquiry in accordance with rules gl_ud law.
He further argued that appellant was ill and his medi¢al re_cgl"d is available on
file. He also arglied that appellant was confirmed regular civil servar!t‘- and in
accordance with iaw he caﬁnot be discharged, hence, h.e termed the imlugned
order as unlawful, without lawful authority and void. He further arguéd tﬁat
no limitation will run against the void order. App llant filed deparﬁmental
appeal, which was rejected while revision filed agginst impugned order as
well as appellate authority order has not responded within statutory peril)d of
90 days, hence the instant service appeal. Points ralised need consideration.
The appeal is a.ciimitted for regular hearing subj;act to -all legal objti{ctions.
Appellant is directed to deposit security fee within 10 days. Written reply on
behalf of re;pondents have already been submitted. To come 1I1p for
arguments on 12.02.2024 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.
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