
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16089 of 2014 

=========================================================== 

1. Ravindra Kumar, son of Late Sita Ram Yadav, Resident of Village- Usas Deora, 

P.S.- Konch, District- Gaya 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar    

2. The Collector-cum-Chairman of District Compassionate Committee, Gaya   

3. Senior Superintendent of Police, Gaya   

4. Commandant, B.M.P. - 3, Bodh Gaya   

5. Dy. Collector, (Special), Gaya   

6. Members of District Compassionate Committee, Collectorate, Gaya   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Raj Ballabh Singh 

For the Respondent/s      :     Mrs. Neelam Prasad, AC to GP 25 

=========================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 21-06-2016 

 

 The object of providing compassionate appointment is well defined. 

The primary reason being to provide immediate relief to the family due to loss of 

the bread earner and help the family in distress.  It is not a modality to provide 

employment to otherwise non-employed or unemployable wards of a government 

servant.  

No doubt, death of the father of the petitioner happened on 

11.09.2012 but the claim of the present petitioner, who seems to be the third son 

of the deceased employee, has been rejected primarily on the ground that two 

brothers of the petitioners are already in government service and are well 

employed. If the two brothers are not willing to take the responsibility of the 

mother and other family members, State cannot take responsibility of such family 

by providing employment to one and all. 

The Court is of the opinion that giving any kind of leeway by 
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interfering with the decision rejecting the claim of the petitioner, contained in 

Annexure-6, would be doing violence not only to the object of such employment 

but also to large number of otherwise unemployed youth who have had no 

privilege of having   father or mother working in government service and dying in 

harness.  

No interference is warranted with the decision so taken. Writ 

application stands dismissed.              

 

 

 

 

 

R.K.Pathak/- 

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 
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