
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.3411 of 2023

======================================================
Md. Jahangir Son of Late Md. Ansarul Haque, Resident of Chainsingh Patti,
Ward No. 01, P.S. and District- Supaul.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Revenue
Department, Government of Bihar, Main Secretariat, Patna.

2. The  Finance  Department,  through  the  Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Main
Secretariat, Patna.

3. District  Compassionate  Committee,  through  its  Chairman-cum-District
Magistrate-cum-Collector, Supaul.

4. The District Magistrate-cum-Collector, Supaul.

5. The Deputy Collector (Establishment), Supaul.

6. The Senior Treasury Officer, Supaul.

7. Kanija Khatoon Wife of Md. Ansarul Haque, Resident of Chainsingh Patti,
P.S. and District- Supaul.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shivendra Kishore, Sr. Adv with 

 Mr.Nafisuzzoha, Adv
For the State :  Mr.Asif Kalim, AC to AAG 12
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 31-07-2023 The  petitioner’s  claim  for  the  appointment  on

compassionate  ground  on  account  of  death  of  his  father  in

harness  while  working  as  a  Clerk  Collectorate  Cadre on

05.12.2021, is pending consideration before the authorities.

2. Learned Senior counsel for the petitioner has drawn

attention  of  the  Court  to  communication  dated  08.06.2022

whereby the Senior Treasury Officer, Supaul, has written to the

District Establishment Deputy Collector for taking steps in this

regard. It is submitted that, in spite of the said communication,
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the  authorities  have  till  date  not  processed/considered  the

petitioner’s claim.

3. In view of the nature of grievance, since the claim

is pending consideration and final decision is to be taken by the

respondent no. 3, pendency of the writ application would serve

no useful purpose, as there is no issue of adjudication arsing in

this case at the moment.

4.  The  writ  application  is  accordingly  disposed  of

with direction to respondent no. 3 to ensure that the petitioner’s

claim is  given  due  consideration  within  a  period  of  three(3)

months from the date  of  receipt/production of  a copy of this

order. 
    

uttam/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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