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U'All the preliminary Objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect, baseless and lot in accordance with law and rules, rather the 

respondents are estopDed due to their own conduct to raise any 

objection at this stage of the appeal.
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1. Para No 1 is incorrect, hence denied. The appellant has wrongly 
been removed frcm service, where-after the appellant through 
Service Appeal has been re-lnstated into service.
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2. Para No 2 needs no comments.
■^1

l-.ii f:3. Para No 3 is incorrect, misleading, hence denied. The absence 
period mentioned in the impugned order i.e. 10 years has been . 
treated as leave without pay, which is totally unjustified and 

against the Revised Leave Rules, 1981 because as per Rule 12 of \ ^
the said Rules, Extra Ordinary Leave (Leave without pay) may be "
granted upto a maximum period of 5 years at a time.
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i f 14. Para No 4 is incorrect, hence denied Ir
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All the gr6unds of appeal are correct and in'accordance with " 

law and prevailing ryles and that of the respondent arejncorrect and 

baseless hence denied. That the appellant has been discriminated from 

his legal and fundamentarright

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 

rejoinder the service appeal of the appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed.
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AFFIDAVIT
I, Haroon Rasheed (the appellant) do hereby solemnly 

affirm that the contents of this Rejoinder are true and correct to the . - tl^S

*.
:

. best of my knowledge nd belief and nothing has been concealed from 

le Court.
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