21% July, 2023

SA 939/2022

01. Sycd Roman Shah, Advocate for the appellant present.
Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

02. Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 06 pages, it is
cvident that the departmental appcal was preferred by the
appellant before his competent authority to cxpunge the
adversc remarks in his ACR and not against the confirmation
order dated 20.01.2022. Rccord is clear thal the adverse
remarks were not expunged and thercfore the appellant was not
qualified for confirmation as S.I. The appeal in hand is,

therefore, groundless and is dismissed with cost. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 21" day of July,

2023.
(FAREFHA PAﬁL) (RASHIDA BANO)
Member (F) Member (J)
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