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By this writ petition, the petitioner seeks a
direction against the respondents to appoint the petitioner on
compassionate ground.

The father of the petitioner was working as an
assistant teacher in the respondent no.5-Urdu Primary School.
The father of the petitioner expired on 15.09.2014. After the
death of the father of the petitioner, the mother of the
petitioner sought employment for herself and as soon as the
petitioner attained the age of majority, the petitioner also
applied for his appointment on compassionate ground. Since
the application of the petitioner was not considered
favourably, the petitioner has filed the instant petition seeking
a direction to the respondents to appoint the petitioner on
compassionate ground.

It is submitted on behalf of the zilla parishad that
it cannot be said that the petitioner is in financial distress due

to the death of his father. It is stated that the father of the
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petitioner had completed the qualifying service for grant of
pensionary benefits and a sum of almost Rupees Ten Lakhs
was paid to the mother of the petitioner after the death of his
father. It is stated that an amount of Rs.3,21,255/- was paid
to the petitioner's mother towards the gratuity and an amount
of Rs.6,45,352/- was paid to her towards the provident fund.
It is stated that in the circumstances of the case, it cannot be
said that the petitioner is living in penury so as to grant him
compassionate appointment.

In the circumstances of the case, the relief sought
by the petitioner cannot be granted. Admittedly, the mother
of the petitioner is receiving the family pension of Rs.21,320/-
per month and she has received and amount of almost Rupees
Ten Lakhs after the death of her husband. In the
circumstances like the one in this case, it would not be proper
to grant appointment on compassionate ground. Rather it
would be necessary to grant compassionate appointment to
the widow of a person, who dies at a young age while in
service and his wife and his children, if any, are penniless on
the date of his death. Since the relief sought by the petitioner
cannot be granted in the circumstances of the case, the writ
petition is liable to be dismissed.

Hence, we dismiss the same with no order as to

Costs.
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