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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14243 of 2015

Om Prakash Singh Son of Late Chandeshwar Singh, Resident of Village-

J.l.\/luja Panchayat Bakhri, P.S. Baikunthpur District- Gopalganj

Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. District Magistrate-cum-Chairman, of Compassionate Appointment
Committee, Gopalganj
. The District Supply Officer, Gopalganj

\ 4. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Gopalganj

5. The Sub Divisional Officer, Hathua

6. The District Co-operative Officer, Gopalganj
7. The District Project Officer, Gopalganj

8. The District Accounts Officer, Gopalganj

9. Block Supply Officer, Baikunthpur, Gopalgan;j

.... Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Rakesh Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Anshuman Singh, G.P.-24,

Mr. Rajiv Shekhar, A.C. to G.P. 24

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State.

Petitioner seeks direction to the respondents for grant of
P.D.S. licence to the petitioner on compassionate ground by
taking follow-up action as required by the District Compassionate
Selection Committee(Supply) (hereinafter referred to as “the
Committee™), vide paragraph 11 of Annexure 6.

It is contended that despite the direction of the
Committee, the Sub-Divisional Officer, Gopalganj has not
submitted the required documents and file of the petitioner for

final consideration of the matter by the Committee.
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It appears that the Sub-Divisional Officer, Gopalganj has
already written vide Annexure-7 dated 08.12.2014 enclosing
necessary documents for sympathetic consideration of
petitioner’s case. The District Supply Officer happens to be the
secretary of the Committee as per the provisions contained in the
Bihar Public Distribution System(Control) Order, 2001 and, as
such, he would be required to put up this matter before the
Committee concerned for taking proper decision in the matter.
Petitioner’s claim is that no decision has been taken by the
Committee till date.

Having regard to the facts and circumstances, this Court
would be inclined to dispose of the petition with a direction to the
committee concerned to consider the case of the petitioner in
accordance with law and take a final decision regarding selection
on compassionate ground within a period of two months from the
date of receipt/production of a copy of this order.

Ordered accordingly.

(Dr. Ravi Ranjan, J)




