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 FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
                      

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
                        

 APPELLATE SIDE, BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO.8906 OF 2013

Rahul Suresh Rajput Vs.    The State of Maharashtra and 
others.  

Office  Notes,  Office 
Memoranda  of  Coram, 
appearances, Court's 
orders  or  directions 
and  Registrar's 
orders.

Court's or Judge's orders

Mr.M.G.Deokate,  advocate for the petitioner. 
Mr.S.K.Tambe, A.G.P. for the State. 
Mr.S.R.Bagal, advocate for Respondent No.4.

               CORAM   : S.V.GANGAPURWALA AND
K.L.WADANE,JJ. 

               Date    : 21.09.2016.

PER COURT :
 
1. Heard. 

2. Mr.Deokate, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

the father of the petitioner was working with the Respondent No.4. 

While  in  service,  he  died  in  the  year  2010.   The  petitioner 

immediately filed an application for appointment on compassionate 

ground, however, the said application is not considered.  According 

to  the  learned counsel,  as  per  clause  15 of  the  Annexure  to  the 

Circular dated 17.3.2006, the petitioner is entitled to be appointed 

on compassionate ground. 

3. Mr.Bagal, learned counsel for the Respondent No.4 submits 
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that as per clause 11 of the same Annexure, the petitioner is not 

entitled  for  compassionate  appointment  as  the  father  of  the 

petitioner was working on daily wages  prior to 1993. The father of 

the  petitioner  was  absorbed as  a  special  case  on  supernumerary 

post. 

4. As  the  father  of  the  petitioner  was  working  on 

supernumerary  post,  the  said post  would stand abolished on the 

death of the father of the petitioner,  as such the grievance of the 

petitioner seeking appointment on compassionate ground certainly 

can not be considered. 

5. The Writ Petition as such is disposed of.  No costs. 

(K.L.WADANE,J.)        (S.V.GANGAPURWALA,J.) 

 Dt.21.09.2016.
 asp/office/wp8906.13
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