2

N —

NowvkEwWw

01-12-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.825 of 2017

Khushbu Kumari, D/o Late Mahanand Prasad Sahu, resident of village -
Pathrahi, P.S. Ladaniya, Distt. - Madhubani
...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
The Principal Secretary, Department of Human Resource Development,
Government of Bihar, Patna
The District Magistrate, Madhubani
The District Education Officer, Madhubani
The District Programme officer ( Asthapna ) District Madhubani
The Block Development officer, Ladaniya, P.S. Ladaniya, District Madhubani
The Block Education officer, Ladaniya, P.S. Ladaniya, District Madhubani

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Hriday Narayan Harshit
For the Respondent/s Mr. Prabhat Ranjan Singh, AC to AAG 15

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel appearing on behalf of the State.

The petitioner has filed the instant writ application for a
direction to the respondents to consider the case of the petitioner
for compassionate appointment on the ground that the father of
the petitioner has died on 6.12.2011 in harness.

Counsel for the petitioner with reference to various
annexures submits that the petitioner and her mother (widow of
the deceased employee) have approached the respondent-
authorities and they are simply taking time. They have not
taken any final decision for appointment of the petitioner on
compassionate ground.

Considering the fact that the respondents have to take
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decision one way or the other on the request of the petitioner for
compassionate appointment, they cannot keep the matter
pending for years together. The father of the petitioner died on
6.12.2011 and from the documents enclosed to the writ petition
it appears that the petitioner and her mother have approached
the respondent-authorities for redressal of their grievances for
consideration of her case for compassionate appointment but
their request has not yielded any result and under the compelling
circumstance, the petitioner has filed the instant writ petition.

After hearing learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
State, the writ petition is disposed of with a direction to the
respondent Nos. 4 and 5 to take step on the claim of the
petitioner for compassionate appointment. They are accordingly
directed to take steps to ensure final disposal of the claim of the
petitioner for compassionate appointment within a period of
sixty days from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this
order.

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed of.

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
spandey/-
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