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This appeal i%
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barre? by limitation.

After having heard

o=

earned counsel Foi

the appellant anpg t

axing dnt consideration Lhe

| averments mads in the limita ion pPetition, the
delay in filing this appeal 1§ condoned ,

f This dppeal is dir cted against the

f order dated 19.8.2002 passed by the learned

| . 4 - . ba e
[ Single Judge,_whereby the wri abpplication filed

] by the appellunt faop 4 direfption to the Bihar

| Publis Berviea Commission to?reummmend his na

iy

for APpPaintment as Drug I%spector has  hean
| i
{ dlsmissed, Fhﬁ‘Hﬁ‘—q?—___*_—
i ;
i Admitted Faetr 44 that ip terms oF
'.advertisement the appellapt applied Loy
i appointment on the posgt of D ug InSpector. He
[
; V&S over-age according to the age Prescribed ip
f the a&VEF?IEGment. However, he was allowed to
_E apply because of. pendency of gﬁe wWrit
l applicatipp in this Court With reéard to
appointment of Drug InSQectols. The said writ

application. 45  stated by the learneqd! counse |
for the appellant, has been d.Smiased.

No doubtr The aDDal Ty e SEPRAred an bhe
Wititten test and interview and hasg been declareag
Successful, but the Commiss o did not Fecommend
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Hise name as he was over-age at the  time of
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applying for the pqst in gtetms. of the

‘advertisement. E
/

Thus, the learned single Judge rightly

dismiééed “the Writ'appiigation.as no direction

éan be issued to the 8tate Govgrnmént to relax

‘the ‘age. However, during }the course of

arguments, it was pointed out that large number
i

| ] e I
of posts of Drug Inspector are|vacant. In that
| ;

view of the matter, if ' the étate Government

 feels necedsity’ to fill up tﬂe post of Drug

Inspector, it may consider the case of the

appellant for relaxation of age. It dis made

.clear that this_ Court is ndt issuing any

direction. It 4is for the Stafle Government to

consider the matter for relaxation of age in

- public interest.

With the aforesaid ohbservation, this

e
e e

appeal stands disposed of . ;
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