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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.479 of 2020

Aarti Devi, W/O Late Basudeo Gupta, resident of Line Bazar, P.S.K. Hat, P.P.
and District- Purnea.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar.

The Secretary, Health Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

The Civil Surgeon-cum-Chief Medical Officer, Buxar.

The District Compassionate Committee through the Collector, Buxar.

The Deputy Collector, Establishment, Buxar.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Pandey, Adv
Ms. Asha Verma, Adv
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Nagendra Kumar, AC to AAG-IX

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
state counsel.

The undisputed facts are that the petitioner’s
husband was employed in the Health Department on the post of
Aniugyapan Pradhikari (Licensing Officer). While in service he
died on 20.01.2008. The petitioner is the second wife of the
employee who died-in-harness.

The writ application has been filed seeking quashing
of the decision of the District Compassionate Committee dated

10.08.2015.
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The claim of the petitioner has been rejected by

assigning the following reasons:-

"gTht og Jarere # fasie 20.01.2008 N gE B | S U
Jo IR <@ 7 AgHEH F AMYR W R TG M w3 fHA®
05.08.2014 @ ez 8| Tt Yefrs draan e w@ o= ffd
26.05.1984 2| WM I urd gRided & AGEUR SMRH! g WRBRI
Jgb &% Mg ot 2, wWfs gom ueht ¥ off AW B A
21.03.2015 &I MR Sgehrar ARt @t d8a § fawm I fcfim gt

P APE F AMYR R R &g I A & (g ® gRaeT

I @A 2y ol TR R & 3Tl § 39 FRie & uAie 01-1908

fefer 26.12.2014 gR1 Rifdel IoH, sRR J gfcRed &t 97 & T
ot |

Rifder o, gRR gRT 309 U=l 485, i 18.03.2015
IR 98 gRaRd fhar mm & 5 Wo INge@ N, QIS USSR,
TRR 3 Nl 3 TIF=RY BRI | Hoawd St =1 B
T TS FRA @ Al g R 9 @ T S wrem ¥ PiE
ey T g1 S Uet g o S ST 1 SRt T 8 @ 3med
A § B 99 g & IgUR YoM TNt ¥ I= 6 g 2, PR | W™
B¢ g Wo HAR 26 a¥ Jifdaifdd B o oRel @ I A W
WA TF FH YA IR g FREn T g, O W @ fh wu R

giAE H Oeg § R F ue R PRRd 2| Sigemn Fgfed smaew
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T3 ¥ gud gt 1 AW o Rl @ AW Sifhd T R oM & ey §
I8 Scoid fhar W 8 fF oM uR @ AW Ud SH6 gl @1 AW
g sifhd R forar T & ARy 9 9o 9 erEnd 2|

o RIS TSN Pt YW Tt H 6 gt 7, PR F R R
gt @ wuy g3 A B | Ied uF § Smftw gR1 egwr IfRfy %
T TR T ORI R T R SR A & @ Wl R 9
Wed & gegd fbar w2 o WY N wdwRl § 9 Al @
Ifpa HRA @ el form

It is submitted by the petitioner’s counsel that the
petitioner is beneficiary of the family pension of the deceased
Shri. Basudeo Gupta, which is evident from the pension payment
order (Annexure- 6). The rejection by the District
Compassionate Committee is, therefore, clearly unsustainable as
the authorities have unnecessarily raised the issue regarding
legitimacy of the petitioner’s second marriage with the employee
who died-in-harness.

The learned state counsel, on the other hand, submits
that the date of application of the petitioner for compassionate
appointment is 05.08.2014. This fact being admitted, it is
obvious that the application was time barred under the
compassionate appointment scheme which provides for making

an application within five years from the date (20.01.2008) of



Patna High Court CWJC No.479 of 2020(3) dt.04-07-2022
4/5

death of the employee. The petitioner not only made belated
application before the authorities but has also approached this
Court more than four years after the rejection of the claim by the
District Compassionate Committee. The prayer, therefore, may
not be entertained by this Court.

Considering the rival submissions, this Court would
take notice of the settled law in so far as compassionate
appointment is concerned. The time within which the benefit is
to be claimed and granted, therefore, is of great significance,
since the purpose compassionate appointment is to provide
succour to the family on account of sudden loss of the bread
earner.

In the instant case, the application is admittedly
belated. Apparently the petitioner did not have any difficulty in
getting over the crisis caused by loss of the bread earner.

The Court would also observe that even after rejection
of the petitioner’s claim for compassionate appointment,
petitioner has sat over the same for more than four years and
suddenly arisen from deep slumber to approach this Court. The
application made before this Court is also barred by delay and
laches.

For reason noted above, the writ application is devoid
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of merit, and 1s dismissed.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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