
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2373 of 2018

======================================================
Heena Kumari Daughter of Late Prithivi Nath Singh @ Prithivi Nath Prasad
@  Prithivi  Nath  Paswan  Resident  of  Village-Narayan  Pur,  P.S.-Emadpur,
District-Bhojpur, Arrah

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar 

2. The  Principal  Secretary,  Department  of  Turisim,  Government  of  BIhar,
Patna. 

3. The Principal Secretary, Department of General Administration Department,
Govt. of BIhar, Patna. 

4. The  Managing  Director,  Bihar  State  Turisim  Development  Corporation
Limited, Under taking Govt. of B 

5. The  General  Manager,  Bihar  State  Turisim  Development  Corporation
Limited, Under taking Govt. of Bih 

6. The  Collector-Cum-Chairman,  District  Compassionate  Appointment
Committee, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Amresh Kumar Sinha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sitaram Yadav, GP 16

 Mr. Yatindra Narayan, AC to GP 16
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

4 18-09-2023   Heard the parties.

2.  The  present  writ  petition  has  been  filed  for  the

following reliefs:-

(i) to appoint the petitioner on compassionate

ground whose father died in harness during the service

period due to heart attack on 19.12.2016;

(ii) to direct the respondents authority to take

final decision for appointment on compassionate ground
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in view of fully dependent upon her father.

3. A counter affidavit on behalf of the respondent nos.

4 and 5 duly having been served to the petitioner was filed in

the month of March, 2018.

4. As per it,  vide resolution no. 105/25/2016 it  was

incorporated that those working under corporation, there is no

scheme  for  extension  of  compassionate  appointment  to  the

onward and accordingly, the claim was rejected.

5. 5 ½ years later though no rejoinder is there, learned

Counsel for the petitioner  submits that it will suffice that he is

given liberty to take appropriate steps as stand of the respondent

is that the claim has been rejected.

6. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of.
    

Neha/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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