
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16023 of 2017 

====================================================== 
Bhola Paswan, aged about 35 years, Son of Late Musharu Paswan, R/o 

Hospital Raod Ward No. 7, P.O.+ P.S. Farbisganj, District- Araria. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, General Administration 

Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.   
2. The Principal Secretary, Education Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.   
3. The District Magistrate, District- Araria.   

4. The Deputy Collector (Establishment), Araria.   
5. The District Education Officer, Araria.   

6. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Araria.   
7. The Member Secretary, Nagar Sikshak Employment Unit- Cum- 
Executive Officer, Farbishganj, District- Araria.   

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Rajendra Prasad Singh, Sr. Advocate 

                                               Mr. Ravi Kumar Singh, Advocate 
                                               Mr. Kundan Kumr Ojha, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Prabhat Ranjan Singh, AC to AAG-15 
====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 
ORAL ORDER 

 

2 15-12-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

counsel appearing on behalf of the State. 

Mr. Rajendra Prasad Singh, Sr. counsel appearing on 

behalf of the petitioner submits that respondents have considered 

the case of the petitioner for compassionate appointment and from 

Annexure-5, it appears that the District Programme Officer 

through his letter dated 4.2.2016 has written to the Executive 

Officer, Nagar Parishad, Farbishganj for grant of compassionate 

appointment but unfortunately the letter contained in Annexure-5 
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has not been acted upon as yet. 

Considering the objective of the compassionate 

appointment, the respondents are required to take decision at the 

earliest in order to provide financial assistance to the family of the 

deceased employee who died in harness.  

Since the authorities have already recommended the 

case of the petitioner for appointment on compassionate ground 

way back on 4.2.2016 as appears from Annexure-5, the writ 

petition is disposed of with a direction to the respondent nos. 6 and 

7 to take final decision if not already taken in the matter of 

compassionate appointment of the petitioner within a maximum 

period of three months from the date of receipt/production of a 

copy of this order. 

With the aforesaid, the writ application stands 

disposed of.  

  

 

 
Ravi/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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