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State counsel i1s hereby directed to ascertain from the official
respondent as to whether the present matter is covered by the full
Bench decision of this Court dated 18-04-2019 passed in L.P.A
No. 1305 of 2013 and connected matter in the case of The Bihar
State FElectricity Board & Ors. & the State of Bihar through
Secretary  General &  Admunistrative  Department Vs.
Chandrashekhar Paswan & Ors. reported in 2019 (2)PLJR 500, in
which the circular dated 23-06-2005 is struck down. In the result,
wheather petitioner is entitled to compassionate appointment
being the son of second wife or not?

3, Swjad ey H Wefia veodioto HWo—1305 /2013 H RTi5—18.04.2019
Bl UIRT ARY H FRIGRNT e FAraq 2—
"61. In view of the discussions made above, LPA Nos. 1305 of
2013 and 1608 of 2014 are dismissed. However, we modify the
order dated 13-08-2012 passed by the learned Single Judge in
CWIC No. 9329 of 2012 as under:

The impugned circular no. 937 dated 23-06-2005 issued
by the Personnel and Administrative Reforms Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna stands quashed to the extent it
prevents the children of the second wife from being considered
for appointment on compassionate ground. The respondents in
LPA no. 1305 of 2013 are directed to consider the claim of the
respondent-writ  petitioner Chandra Shekhar Paswan for
appointment on compassionate ground and issue appropriate
orders as early as possible preferably within three months from
the date of receipt/production of a copy of the order."



__j3:._

4, Sudad HfH—02 ©g 03 # aftfq =maree ® rgure @1 aeger Refd
¥ I woraa feT @& aRus Wo—937 {@A6—23.06.2005 @ HfEHI-3 T[T 4
ﬁﬁﬂfﬁmﬁﬁlﬁﬁm’fw@—

3. faenfum |

4. fgdia faare @ wfa gar &1 A sgen smuia Fygfe
@ oMM & JgEgar gfl gl ¢ ST ATAeH gIT
sgdr frgfaa &) o adad @ @) w1 @ g oA
gRReafa A arperar serRa gfaa @aeh  smare—13203
fa®—05.10.1991 @& &f®d1 (1) (@) 7 guih wh nafasar
3 IR g@w ameRa Fgfea g faaw & am &
Fqa=ral g wa M| U, oW Pgfea @ amer w fad
foare & faftrasra wa dg v A S &1 <mEr A TE)
gim | aft Swad wu A s A ot faars dg = a1 ¢4
gt Sfifaq ufeqal &1 s@ U @& R wr fgfd Bq
faarmef anf¥ral &Y Aot & gom A WL g SEd W
g gohl &1 & god v B e uferal ) fgfam 2g
faa T fear s oM o9 guw /989 gl 39 Bq Ry
Ud I9A-—UF < | U=y Ol 3T ve ere—ud @1 goddl &)
Wid & d9T¢ @) JAUdY HINArs 1 ol b | 39 nf3al
fgfea 3g far s9@ yifiesa @ sgar @+l oifaq dw
gfeqal &) =Ry / 94—y & AR R g GHT |

5. Sudad vl A ST NIt gRT Uelodioto Ho—1305 /2013
(ossgoodo HWo 9329 /2012) # 3meyr wRa Ry @ &1 fafr 18042019 A

BRCIEIREh
RIS
73ed
V %
(€fo Mo )

WHR & Fu- diag



