
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10350 of 2025

======================================================
Ranjeeta Kumari D/o late Triveni Mishra, W/o Late Amit Kumar resident of
Ward no. 02, Garahiya Tola P.S- Dumara, District- Sitamarhi Bihar

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Principal Secretary, Panchayati Raj Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna, Bihar

3. The District Magistrate, Bhagalpur Collectorate, Bhagalpur, Bihar

4. The Panchayati Raj Officer, District Bhagalpur Bihar

5. The Block Development Officer, Block-Shahpur, District-Bhagalpur
...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Mritunjay Kumar Singh, Adv.

 Mr. M.N.H Khan, SC (01)
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Babita Kumari, AC to Standing Counsel (1)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH CHANDEL

ORAL ORDER
3 11-07-2025   This case has been brought under the heading “To be

mentioned”.

2.  The  Order  dated  08.07.2025  is  corrected  and

modified to be read as under:

3. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

counsel for the respondent – State.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

husband of the petitioner Amit Kumar was posted as Panchayat

Secretary,  while  he  was  in  his  duties  on  22.12.2023  due  to

accident he died. The petitioner being the wife of the deceased

is entitled for compassionate appointment. Since, she is a lady

having 31/2 years of child therefore she is unable to do any work



Patna High Court CWJC No.10350 of 2025(3) dt.11-07-2025
2/2 

at Bhagalpur, therefore, she wishes that in her place her brother-

in-law may be appointed, for which she made her representation

vide letter  dated 06.05.2024 and 10.07.2024, Annexure – P/3

series but, no decision has been taken till now by the concerned

authorities. Therefore, it is prayed by him that the respondents

may  be  directed  to  consider  and  decide  the  pending

representation of the petitioner within any specific period fixed

by this Court. 

5. Learned counsel for the respondent – State do not

opposes the prayer made by the counsel for the petitioner.

6.  Taking  into  consideration  the  above  submissions

made  by  both  the  counsels,  this  writ  petition  is  disposed  of

directing the concerned respondent to consider and decide the

pending  representation  of  the  petitioner  i.e.  Annexure  –  P/3

series and pass a reasoned order as early as possible probably

within 60 days from today in accordance with relevant rules and

laws.

7. With the aforesaid observation, this writ petition is

disposed of. 
  

Siddharth Soni/-
(Arvind Singh Chandel , J)
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