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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11124 of 2024

Binita Devi @ Binita Jha Wife of Sri Ranjit Kumar Jha, Daughter-in-law of
Late Bighneheshwar Jha resident of Village- Bela, Panchayat Bela, Riwahi,
Prakhand, H.S.- Babubarhi, District- Madhubani.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Bihar, Patna.

The Principal Secretary, Department of Human Resources Department,
Bihar, Patna.

Deputy Development Commissioner, Madhubani, Bihar (D.D.C.).
Chief Executive of Zila Parishad, Madhubani, Bihar.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Ms.Guriya Nisha, Advocate.
For the State : Mrs. Archana Meenakshee, GP-6.
For respondent nos. 3&4: Mr. Murari Narain Chaudhary, Advocate.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PURNENDU SINGH
ORAL ORDER

Heard Ms. Guriya Nisha, learned counsel appearing
on behalf of the petitioner; Mrs. Archana Meenakshee, learned
counsel appearing on behalf of the State and Mr. Murari Narain
Chaudhary, learned counsel for the respondent nos. 3 and 4.

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State
informs this Court that father of the petitioner has died in
harness on 07.04.2010, as it would appear from the information
contained in Para-5 of the writ petition and there is no reference
of the fact as to whether just after the death of the father of the
petitioner, the petitioner had applied before the competent

authority for considering his case to be appointed on
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compassionate ground. She has further submitted that the very
scheme of the compassionate appointment is to mitigate the
hardship which a family suffers as a result of the death of the
sole bread earner. Now, after lapse of nearly 14 years, if any
mandamus is issued, the same will be against the policy object
of the compassionate appointment.

3. Considering the aforesaid submission made on the
behalf of the State, as well as, information contained in Para-5
of the writ petition, I don’t find to interfere with the writ
petition.

4. The writ petition, accordingly, stands dismissed.

(Purnendu Singh, J)



